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Abbreviations, technical terms and definitions 
Adult respiratory 
distress syndrome 
A syndrome characterized by progressive life-threatening 
respiratory insufficiency in the absence of known lung diseases, 
usually following a systemic insult such as surgery or major trauma. 
ARDS Adult respiratory distress syndrome. 
Beam hardening The change of the spectral distribution of polychromatic radiation 
when passing through matter.** 




Bone mineral density. 
A specialized connective tissue that is the main constituent of the 
skeleton. The principle cellular component of bone is comprised of 
osteoblasts; osteocytes; and osteoclasts, while fibrillar collagens 
and hydroxyapatite crystals form the bone matrix. 
Bone density The amount of mineral per square centimeter of bone. This is the 
definition used in clinical practice. Actual bone density would be 
expressed in grams per milliliter. It is most frequently measured by 
x-ray absorptiometry or tomography, x-ray computed. Bone density 
is an important predictor for osteoporosis.  
Bone strength The load that causes the bone to fail [unit: newton (N) or pound-
force (lbf)].* 
Calibration Measurement for determining the individual detector channel 
sensitivity for each detector element of a CT system.** 
Computed 
tomography 
Tomography using x-ray transmission and a computer algorithm to 
reconstruct the image.  
CT Computed tomography. 
CT number The final result of the CT measurement and is given in Hounsfield 
units.** 
Display window Freely selectable range within the CT number scale displayed on 
the monitor screen and making use of the full range of brightness 
levels of the display unit; usually the display window is defined 
according to its window width and the window center; all pixels of 
the image matrix with a CT number above the window center plus 
one half of the width are displayed as white, while those below the 
center minus one half of the window width are displayed as black.** 
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Dual-energy x-ray  
absorptiometry 
A non-invasive method for assessing body composition. It is based 
on the differential absorption of x-rays (or gamma rays) by different 
tissues such as bone, fat and other soft tissues. The source of (x-
ray or gamma-ray) photon beam is generated either from 
radioisotopes such as gadolinium 153, iodine 125, or americum 241 
which emit gamma rays in the appropriate range; or from an x-ray 
tube which produces x-rays in the desired range. It is primarily used 
for quantification of bone mineral content, especially for the 
diagnosis of osteoporosis, and also in measuring bone 
mineralisation.  
DXA Dual-energy x-ray absorptiometry. 
EF External fixation. 
Elastic modulus Also called modulus of elasticity; Numerical expression indicating 
the measure of stiffness in a material. It is defined by the ratio of 
stress in a unit area of substance to the resulting deformation 
(strain). This allows the behavior of a material under load (such as 
bone) to be calculated. 
Elasticity Elasticity is the “stiffness” of the material.*  
Resistance and recovery from distortion of shape.  
External fixator External device which hold wires or pins that are placed through 
one or both cortices of bone in order to hold the position of a 
fracture in proper alignment. These devices allow easy access to 
wounds, adjustment during the course of healing, and more 
functional use of the limbs involved. 
Fibula The bone of the lower leg lateral to and smaller than the tibia. In 
proportion to its length, it is the most slender of the long bones. 
Fracture Breaks in bones. 
Fracture energy Also called toughness, work to fracture and deformation energy. 
The amount of work done by the deforming load.* 
Fracture fixation The use of metallic devices inserted into or through bone to hold a 
fracture in a set position and alignment while it heals. 
HA Hydroxyapatites. 
Hounsfield unit Unit of the CT number scale; the Hounsfield unit expresses the 
relative deviation of the measured linear attenuation coefficient from 
that of pure water, multiplied by 1000. 
viii 
HU Hounsfield unit. 
Hydroxyapatites A group of compounds with the general formula M10(PO4)6(OH)2, 
where M is barium, strontium, or calcium. The compounds are the 
principal mineral in phosphorite deposits, biological tissue, human 
bones, and teeth. They are also used as an anticaking agent and 
polymer catalysts.*** 
IMN Intramedullary nailing. 
Internal fixator Internal device used in osteosynthesis to hold the position of the 
fracture in proper alignment. By applying the principles of 
biomedical engineering, the surgeon uses metal plates, nails, rods, 
etc., for the correction of skeletal defects. 
Intramedullary 
nailing 
A type of internal fixators where the device is a bone nail. 
Load Load is a general term describing the application of force and/or 
moment to a structure.* 
Magnetic resonance 
imaging 
Non-invasive method of demonstrating internal anatomy based on 
the principle that atomic nuclei in a strong magnetic field absorb 
pulses of radiofrequency energy and emit them as radiowaves 
which can be reconstructed into computerized images. The concept 
includes proton spin tomography techniques.  
Micro-computed 
tomography 
X-ray computerized tomography with resolution in the micrometre 
range.  
MRI Magnetic resonance imaging. 
Partial volume 
artefact 
Artefact caused by severe inhomogeneities of the materials within 
the beam of the corresponding attenuation measurement (e.g. bone 
and air).** 
Phantom Object to test or evaluate the imaging quality of a CT scanner.** 
Pixel Abbreviation of picture element.** 




Clinical examinations with the purpose of quantitatively measuring 
geometrical, density, functional or other tissue or organ 
parameters.** 
Radiography Examination of any part of the body for diagnostic purposes by 
means of x-rays or gamma rays, recording the image on a 
sensitized surface (such as photographic film). 
Region of interest Subset of pixels which lie within an arbitrary (circular, rectangular 
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etc.) geometrical shape at a freely selectable position within a 2D 
image.** 
ROI Region of interest. 
Stiffness Stiffness is the resistance offered by a structure when it is subjected 
to external loads.* 
Strain Strain (normal and shear) is the ratio of the change in length to the 
original length in a structure. It is specific to a point and a direction 
in the structure.* 
Stress Stress (normal and shear) is the force per unit area in a structure. It 
is specific to a point and a direction in the structure (unit: Pascal 
(Pa) or newtons per square meter (N/m2) ).* 
Tibia The second longest bone of the skeleton. It is located on the medial 
side of the lower leg, articulating with the fibula laterally, the talus 
distally, and the femur proximally. 




Voxel Synonym for volume element, for two-dimensional CT images the 
voxel volume is defined by the width of the side of the pixels and the 
slice width.** 
Wolff’s law The principle that every change in the form and the function of a 
bone or in the function of the bone alone, leads to changes in its 
internal architecture and in its external form [Julius Wolff (1836-
1902)]. 
X-ray absorption Basic physical ability of a material to absorb x-rays and transform 
their energy into other forms of energy, such as visible light, heat or 
fluorescence; in diagnostic imaging this process is dominated by 
Compton scatter and photoelectric absorption.** 
X-ray attenuation The physical law which quantitatively describes the attenuation of 
the incident x-ray intensity, I0, when passing through a homogenous 
object of thickness, d, and linear attenuation coefficient, .** 
X-ray tube Source of x-rays for nearly all CT systems; the x-ray tube consists 
of an anode and a cathode enclosed in an appropriate vacuum 
vessel.** 
CT Micro computed tomography. 
x 
All definitions from the U.S. National Library of Medicine’s controlled vocabulary, MeSH, 
except when marked with *, from Panjabi and White ‘Biomechanics in the Musculoskeletal 
System’ (Churchill Livingstone 2001); **, from Kalender ‘Computed Tomography’ 
(Publicis Corporate Publishing 2005); or ***, from The American Heritage Stedman’s 




Tibial diaphyseal fracture healing is a complicated concept. This thesis addresses 
issues concerning the fundamental knowledge of bone healing of tibial shaft fractures 
(herein the term ‘tibial fractures’ refers to tibial diaphyseal, or shaft, fractures). Everyone 
has probably experienced a bone fracture personally or among close family or friends. 
According to a UK survey, fractures of the tibial shaft represent around 2% of hospital-
treated fractures, with an average patient age of 40 years [47]. Tibial fractures display a 
typical bimodal age distribution curve, being more common in young (usually males) and 
old (usually females) subjects. Tibial fractures range from closed, undisplaced fractures that 
can be successfully treated with a cast and orthosis, to open high-energy fractures with 
severe bone and soft-tissue damage that require complex surgical treatment, which can be 
followed by numerous complications and often a poor outcome [31,46,183,259]. Even 
though recent bone and fracture research has focused intensely on biomechanical [107], 
pharmaceutical [133], genetic [72] and molecular-biological [53] enhancement of fracture 
healing, these approaches have rarely been applied in the clinic. The role of the orthopaedic 
surgeon is still limited to preparing and supporting the built-in repair processes of the body 
by preventing deformity and avoiding impairment of fracture healing. To help to explain 
the purpose of the study and the questions raised within it, bone, bone healing and tibial 
fracture treatment and evaluation are briefly introduced below. 
1.1 Bone 
Bone is a highly specialized support tissue that is characterized by its rigidity and 
hardness, and it is the main component of the skeleton. Its tensile strength nearly equals that 
of cast iron, but it is three times lighter and ten times more flexible [26]. It has four main 
functions: providing mechanical support, permitting locomotion, providing protection and 
acting as a metabolic reservoir [128,134,224]. Its main components are the supporting cells 
(osteoblasts and osteocytes), a non-mineral matrix of collagen and glycosaminoglycans 
(osteoid), inorganic mineral salts deposited within the matrix and remodelling cells 
(osteoblasts and osteoclasts). Bone is constantly being remodelled in response to changing 
demands (via mechanical stress) and to maintain its structure. The remodelling process is 
coordinated by osteoclasts (which erode formed bone) and osteoblasts (which synthesize 
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new osteoid). Moreover, bone is remodelled during the normal repair of a fracture. The 
deposition of mineral salts in the osteoid gives bone its characteristic rigidity and functional 
strength [225]. The main salt constituent is a crystalline complex of calcium and phosphate 
hydroxides called hydroxyapatites (HA) (Ca10(PO4)6(OH)2). 
The collagen of the osteoid is the marker of the two histological (microscopic) types 
of bone: woven and lamellar. When osteoblasts produce collagen rapidly and with a lack of 
order, they form woven bone, which is biomechanically weak. Woven bone is present 
initially in all fetal bones, in the callus formed early after fracture, and in Paget’s disease. 
Osteoblasts can form parallel sheets of collagen (lamellae), and the organized, lamellar 
bone is biomechanically strong. Virtually all bone in the healthy adult is of the lamellar 
type [225]. The human body includes five macroscopic types of bone: long bone (e.g. the 
tibia, which is the focus of this thesis), short bone (e.g. the scaphoid), flat bone (e.g. the 
scapula), irregular bone (e.g. the vertebrae) and sesamoid bone (small bones within 
tendons) [127]. The outer zone of most bones is called the cortical zone, or the cortex. The 
inner region in the middle portion of long bones (the middle portion is called the diaphysis 
or shaft) includes the yellow bone marrow, and the trabecular or spongy region is present at 
the epiphyseal ends, with a trabecular meshwork and red bone marrow. 
1.2 Fracture healing 
Fracture healing is a unique biological event or process in which a broken bone fully 
recovers [60]. This event is not fully understood and is so complicated that it is usually 
divided into different processes for teaching purposes. The three most important 
subprocesses are (1) inflammation, (2) repair and (3) remodelling. 
The immediate response at a fracture site is a fracture haematoma that is crucial to the 
subsequent repair process. Experiments have shown that its removal by the surgeon impairs 
healing and leads to a weaker bone [85,86]. An inflammatory injury response is also 
induced, which lasts for several days. 
The first repair step of the fracture haematoma involves osteoclastic resorption of 
dead bone tissue on the bony fragments. Osteogenesis is initiated by cells appearing in the 
granulation tissue that replaces the haematoma [26]. Bone forms in two ways. In the central 
regions of the bone, a soft callus is formed by chondrocytes that produce cartilage, calcium 
and calcification-promoting enzymes, in which bone subsequently and gradually replaces 
cartilage (enchondral ossification). Vascularization and neovascularization are essential for 
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bone healing, and it has been shown that there is a vascular invasion in these areas of 
enchondral ossification [156]. Secondly, a hard callus is formed in the peripheral outer 
regions, in the periosteal area, where bone forms directly without the cartilage stage 
(intramembranous ossification) [59].  
The remodelling phase involves the activation of remodelling units comprising 
osteoclasts and osteoblasts. Woven bone and unnecessary callus are resorbed by osteoclasts 
and chondroclasts, and osteoblasts produce bone with the above-mentioned characteristic 
Haversian, lamellar, strong structure [60]. The overall purpose of the bone healing process 
is to consolidate the fragments and remodel them back into sound bone. The ability of bone 
tissue to recover fully from injury (regeneration) is fundamentally different from that of 
skin tissue wounds, for example, which involve the formation of inferior scar tissue. 
These subprocesses occur concurrently. Although the molecular mechanism 
underlying fracture healing is not fully understood, several of the involved growth factors 
and cytokines have been identified [60]. Even though fracture healing is a process that is 
considered mainly to affect the fracture site, it has been documented that it leads to 
significant changes in other parts of the affected bone and in other bones in the body, which 
are probably changes other than those predicted by Wolff’s law [67,129,246]. In addition, 
other concurrent severe injuries to the patient, such as head injuries, must be considered 
when choosing a specific treatment for a tibial fracture, for example [78].  
The outcome of the repair process depends on four mechanobiological factors: the 
fracture itself, gap conditions, blood supply and the biomechanical fracture environment 
[42,193,265]. For instance, a comminuted fracture heals more slowly than a simple oblique 
fracture, and bone healing is hampered if the gap exceeds a critical size. Animal studies 
have demonstrated that moderate soft-tissue trauma only temporarily impairs bone healing 
[41]. However, host comorbidity and severe soft-tissue damage affect the blood supply, and 
they must be assessed since they can substantially influence the healing of a fracture 
[241,243] and the optimal choice of treatment [239]. 
Four biomechanical stages of fracture healing have been described based on the 
results of torsional testing of the bone [258]: (stage 1) bone failure at the original fracture 
site; (stage 2) bone failure at the fracture site despite the characteristics of the failure 
indicating a high-stiffness, hard-tissue pattern; (stage 3) bone failure partly at the original 
fracture site and partly at previously intact bone with a high-stiffness, hard-tissue pattern; 
and (stage 4) no failure at the original fracture site, indicating that the new tissue that has 
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formed at the fracture site at least replicates the mechanical properties of the uninjured 
tissue. 
1.2.1 Biomechanical fracture milieu and stimuli 
The effect of the biomechanical fracture milieu on fracture repair has been studied in 
numerous animal experiments. Both enhancing and impairing effects have been found, 
often when using technically complicated set-ups [75,95,132,150,192]. There is abundant 
evidence that fracture healing is influenced by mechanical loading [3,32,107,193,265]. 
Even though the subprocesses in bone healing are robust, they are sensitive to movement, 
stress and spatial relationships [4]. 
The timing, magnitude and direction of the biomechanical fracture stimuli exert 
crucial effects on the healing process. More specifically, limited interfragmentary 
movement (micromotion) in the early phase has a demonstrated positive effect on callus 
formation and may increase biomechanical stability, whereas the same movement during 
the late phase inhibits union, especially in fractures with relatively flexible fixation 
[80,107,124]. Seventeen minutes of daily cyclic load in sheep tibial fractures with external 
fixation (EF), starting 1 week post-operatively, was found to increase callus formation, 
fracture and torsional stiffness, and fracture gap bridging with more-mature bone tissue 
[81]. However, very early fracture loading [75] and early full weight-bearing of fractures 
with relatively flexible fixation [10] reportedly impair fracture healing, while the effect of 
early dynamization of externally fixed fractures is more questionable [4,40,56,146]. In one 
dog study, a group of axially dynamized externally fixed fractures had healed similarly to a 
non-dynamized group at 13 weeks post-operatively [83]. The combination of temporary 
axial distraction and compression from post-operative days 7 to 19 in sheep tibial 
diaphyseal osteotomies increased both fracture stiffness and callus formation [38]. Animal 
experiments have shown that the optimal axial interfragmentary movement seems to be 
within the range 0.2–1.0 mm [43]. Qualitative analyses have suggested that especially shear 
movements may impair the healing process [265]. Shear movements can substantially delay 
experimental bone healing with reduced callus formation [6,66,207], and are generally 
considered unfavourable in clinical fracture treatment.  
Experimental fracture healing research is no longer limited to biomechanical or 
simple pharmacological set-ups. The number of research results and progress reports related 
to translation research has recently grown substantially, and such research is now 
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considered of significant importance to basic and clinical research [61]. Bone healing 
research now comprises genetics, immunology, molecular-biology, and advanced 
mathematics and computational models based on physics principles 
[53,70,117,130,214,222,226]. The fracture problems and technological advances both 
necessitate and facilitate interdisciplinary research teams [35,37,108]. 
1.2.2 Primary and secondary bone healing 
Bone healing and fracture treatment are obligatorily intertwined, since the choice of 
fracture treatment provides the framework for bone healing. The different surgical 
techniques employed provide different biomechanical stability and stiffness as well as 
different complication profiles. Two of the most important fracture treatment principles are 
providing apposition and aligning bone fragments, and subsequently a certain level of 
stability to support bone tissue healing [39]. It was documented over half a century ago that 
fracture healing is influenced by the mechanical fracture milieu [122,265], but the optimal 
combination of biomechanical factors for bone healing remain unclear. 
Two distinctly different morphological fracture healing patterns have been identified 
as being connected to biomechanical factors: primary and secondary bone healing. The 
common case of bone fragments being aligned and relatively moderate interfragmentary 
movements usually produces the pattern of secondary bone healing, which comprises a 
combination of intramembranous and endochondral ossification characterized by the 
formation of a visible external callus on an x-ray [43,81,193,217,221,264]. Such 
development of immature bone reduces the relative movement between the fragments, with 
the increased stability resulting in cortical bridging [170,198]. 
Primary bone healing occurs in the less-common situation of the internally rigidly 
fixed fracture with minimal or no fracture gap and little or no interfragmentary movement 
[60]. The main process in this case is remodelling by osteoclasts and osteoblasts units. The 
second histological subprocess of healing is absent, and an external callus is not evident on 
an x-ray. It was demonstrated early on that such absolute rigidity could be achieved with 
internal compression, for example, without degradation or necrosis of bone at contact areas, 
since bone can withstand a substantial amount of stress for a long time without 
complications [193]. 
These different healing patterns have been explained by Perren’s interfragmentary 
strain theory, which proposes that the type of tissue formed in bone healing (fibrous, 
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cartilage or bone) is dictated by the actual strain imposed and the ability of the tissue to 
tolerate this strain [193]. This was commented on by Carter et al., who hypothesized that 
the type of mechanical stress also dictated what type of tissue is formed at a fracture site 
[28]. Consistent with this, the bone–implant stiffness has been shown to exert significant 
effects on healing in animal experiments. Destabilization of the external-fixator stiffness 
exerts healing effects similar to dynamization [2]. A change to a more flexible nail in rat 
femora after 30 days resulted in greater callus production but reduced the ultimate bending 
load [244]. Greater callus and higher stiffness were also observed with increased fixator 
frame stiffness in externally fixed fractures in sheep [82]. 
1.2.3 Non-union 
An intuitive assumption is that bone healing will be hampered and may even fail if 
reduced stability results in excessive movement between the bony fragments. Even though 
most fractures at different sites of the skeleton normally heal within 3 to 4 months, delayed 
union or, in the worst case, non-union may result for several reasons, including tobacco use, 
poor metabolic and nutritional status, or excessive interfragmentary movement [26,44,168]. 
Excessive mechanical manipulation of a fracture during healing has been used as an 
experiments model of non-union [240]. Infection, which is especially frequent in open 
fractures, can also disturb bone healing so as to result in delayed union or even non-union 
[109,180]. 
Treatments of fracture non-union that were previously impossible have now become 
possible. If primary union fails, the orthopaedic surgeon often manages to create a bony 
union after one to three revision procedures using exchange nailing or plating with or 
without bone grafting, but this represents a formidable challenge [50,110]. No generally 
accepted definition of union exists [44,73,161], but the Weber-Cech classification is widely 
applied to non-unions as a basis for selecting the most appropriate surgical treatment plan 
[112].  
 
1.3 Tibial fracture treatment in the clinic 
The tibia is the second largest of the 206 bones in the human body. It is part of the 
appendicular skeleton and it is located on the medial side of the lower leg, articulating with 
the fibula laterally, the talus distally and the femur proximally. It is a long bone 
characterized by a middle part called the shaft, or diaphysis. Of special interest to the 
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healing of tibial fractures are the organization of the surrounding soft tissue and the lack of 
a soft-tissue envelope on the anteromedial side of the bone. As explained above (see 
Section 1.1), the fracture healing process is dependent on many factors, including the 
characteristics of the surrounding soft tissue, and a tibial fracture can therefore be among 
the most difficult types to treat. 
Classifying tibial fractures is not a purely academic procedure – accurate fracture 
classification is generally necessary for a correct diagnosis and for the development and 
standardization of the best treatment and accurate determination of the prognosis. As for 
other bones, numerous fracture classifications have been proposed. The OTA (Orthopaedic 
Trauma Association) classification of tibial diaphysis fractures is presented in Figure 1 
[162]. In 1976, Gustilo and Anderson [88] classified open fractures into three types: (type I) 
an open fracture with a wound shorter than 1 cm and clean; (type II) an open fracture with a 
laceration longer than 1 cm but without extensive soft-tissue damage, flaps or avulsions; 
and (type III) an open segmental fracture, an open fracture with extensive soft-tissue 
damage, traumatic amputation, gunshot injury or farm injury, or any open fracture with 
accompanying vascular injury that requires repair. The main difference between types II 
and III is they reflect low- and high-energy injuries, respectively. In 1984 [89], type III was 
further subdivided into three subtypes: (type IIIA) adequate soft-tissue coverage of a 
fractured bone despite extensive soft-tissue laceration or flaps, or high-energy trauma 
irrespective of the size of the wound; (type IIIB) extensive soft-tissue loss with periosteal 
stripping and bone exposure (this is usually associated with massive contamination); and 
(type IIIC) open fracture associated with arterial injury requiring repair. As mentioned 
above (see Section 1.2), open fractures have a worse prognosis than closed fractures, and 
adequate attention to the soft tissues is therefore essential to obtaining a satisfactory 
outcome [69]. Soft-tissue injuries have been classified by Tscherne and Oestern [236], 
among others.  
Many different surgical techniques have been promoted in recent decades [27,45], but 
there is still considerable controversy regarding the optimal method of skeletal stabilization 
in open tibial fractures [113]. Surgical techniques may include internal fixation by screws, 
plating or intramedullary nailing (IMN) with or without reaming [177], or EF implemented 
by different arrangements of pins and frames. Severe comminution of bone or bone 
segment defects may additionally require the use of bone graft techniques. Plate fixation 
has been associated with implant failures [74], non-unions and deep-infection rates as high 
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as 35%, and requires a long period of non-weight-bearing [12]. Often the surgeon has to 
choose between stabilizing the tibial fracture by IMN or by EF [102,106,182]. 
1.3.1 External fixation 
The external fixator was first presented as a concept in the mid-19th century [248]. 
Several different pin-and-frame configurations and constructions with different 
biomechanical qualities have been used and promoted [57,167,219]. The stiffness of the 
bone–implant system has a documented effect on fracture healing [34,264], and the 
surgeon’s competence and knowledge of (especially) biomechanics and principles for 
successful application significantly affect the outcome of EF treatment [79]. EF has been 
promoted numerous times in clinical studies since its refinement and improvement in 1938 
by R. Hoffmann [14,33,119,120,140,145,247], and tibial fractures are now the main area of 
application of EF. In cases with an unstable fracture and severe soft-tissue damage with an 
increased risk of infection, the use of EF provides advantageous soft-tissue management, 
relatively stable fixation without additional soft-tissue stripping, early range of motion of 
both the knee and ankle, and unique adaptability to diverse fracture patterns [22,237]. This 
has recently led to EF being called the gold-standard treatment for open tibial shaft 
fractures [101]. 
The disadvantages of EF are unfavourable cosmesis, frequent pin-tract problems (e.g. 
infection), the potential for neurovascular injury during pin insertion, pin loosening and the 
potential for fracture through a pin tract [84,195]. In addition, the reduced compliance of 
many patients combined with the long time to achieve union may interfere with care of the 
pin tract and fixator durability [49]. In temporary initial EF, pin-site granulation and the 
possibility of pin-tract infection are arguments in favour and against secondary IMN, 
respectively [163,257]. Whilst planned early conversion to locked IMN is regarded to be a 
safe treatment [154], reconstructive secondary nailing1 has strict contraindications [233]. 
The main target of (temporary) EF, which has recently been advocated by several 
publications on damage-control surgery [96,173,197,205], is to identify severely damaged 
patients (borderline and unstable) and postpone traumatic definitive surgery for 4–6 days to 
lower the risk of life-threatening complications, such as ARDS (adult respiratory distress 
syndrome) [186,188]. Even though the additional complications of IMN in major trauma 
cases have proved difficult to reproduce and investigate [260], a recent trauma-bank study 
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in the United States indicated that delayed internal fixation of femoral fractures in 
multisystem-trauma patients reduced mortality by approximately 50% [171]. The use of EF 
in long-bone leg fractures of such patients seems to be non-traumatic, effective, time-saving 
and safe as an initial fracture treatment, and research data suggest that EF significantly 
reduces pulmonary complications [92,178,189–191,228]. Many questions remain 
unanswered concerning the definitive treatment for a temporary externally fixed fracture 
[54]. However, a secondary conversion to IMN after a short period when adequate soft-
tissue coverage is acquired is often the definitive treatment of choice [1,19,51,216,267].  
1.3.2 Intramedullary nailing 
Intramedullary implantation of the classical Küntscher nail after reaming provides 
good stability against bending and shear forces perpendicular to its long axis, but this 
method is rather inefficient against torque and is unable to prevent axial shortening. 
Improvements in nail design [15,99,223], such as the use of locking, provide better stability 
to torsional and axial loading [21,48,123]. The clinical advantages of interlocked 
intramedullary fixation include high patient acceptance, favourable cosmesis, access for 
soft-tissue care, secure control of alignment and rotation, early mobilization and the 
potential for biomechanically safe early weight-bearing [138,139,229]. IMN has become 
the standard of treatment for closed, unstable, but otherwise uncomplicated femoral and 
tibial shaft fractures [126,263]. 
Frequent arguments against IMN of open tibial fracture are based on the potential for 
the spread of infection throughout the medullary canal and the further disruption of 
intramedullary bone circulation, especially when reaming is performed [136,194,208]. 
Anterior knee pain has also been reported following nail insertion. The reaming of the long-
bone marrow canal can lead to heat-induced cortical damage (thermal necrosis) [13] and 
has significant unwanted effects on the physiology of fracture healing, especially the 
coagulation system and pulmonary permeability [97]. The tibia bears weight without having 
the extensive soft-tissue envelope of the femur, which makes it more vulnerable to infection 
that may lead to delayed union or non-union. However, the impact of these factors has 
lessened with the development of the unreamed locked intramedullary nail [36,206,268] 
and the documented efficacy of early bone grafting and muscle flap coverage when needed 
                                                                                                                                                                                 
1 Reconstructive secondary nailing is indicated in patients with EF for an extended period with delayed union, 
malunion or non-union. 
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[234,235]. Although still debated [68], clinicians now seem to prefer unreamed tibial nails 
to reamed ones in open tibial fractures [71,113,114,121,144,213].  
Despite the complications, many recent authors have stated that the locked 
intramedullary nail has become the standard treatment for open tibial fractures, since IMN 
appears to be associated with a higher bone union rate and a shorter time to full weight-
bearing compared to EF [17,113,232,261]. 
1.4 Experimental fracture enhancement 
Several experimental protocols for potential mechanical and biological fracture 
enhancement have been investigated in fracture research. In experiments, researchers can 
control and manipulate the variables either in vivo or ex vivo, with the study object being 
either human or non-human.  
Constantly compressed healing dog tibial osteotomies showed the same maximum 
torque but increased stiffness compared to non-compressed osteotomies [91]. Osteotomies 
in rabbits exposed to cyclic loading performed better than those with constant compression, 
but only temporarily [185,262]. Biological enhancements include autografts, allografts, 
calcium ceramics, the use of demineralized bone matrix, platelets, growth factors such as 
bone morphogenic proteins, parathyroid hormone and bone-marrow injection [100,252], of 
which demineralized bone matrix is the most commonly used in the clinic today [111]. 
Growth factors are osteoinductive and promote fracture healing [142]. Even though animal 
experiments have demonstrated that the local application of growth factor does not alter the 
normal long-term healing process [209], pharmacological substances are not routinely used 
for fracture repair enhancement in the clinic. 
1.5 Evaluation of fracture healing 
Usually the most important biomechanical parameter that needs to be restored after a 
fracture is the bone strength. The gold standard for evaluating mechanical fracture healing 
is mechanical testing of the bone to failure. Of course, such mechanical testing is not an 
option in the clinic, with instead the orthopaedic surgeon having to rely on surrogate 
parameters to monitor the fracture healing. The ageing populations of Japan, Europe and 
North America with osteoporosis together with economic developments in South East Asia, 
South America and Africa imply that more fractures will need to be treated in the future. 
Osteoporosis and diabetes are considered to complicate fracture treatment [166,181], while 
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the surgeon often faces pressure to remove patient restrictions and fracture fixation implants 
early. These factors increase the need for accurate non-invasive fracture monitoring both in 
the clinic and in experimental research.  
In intact bone, quantitative x-ray-based imaging techniques such as single-photon 
absorptiometry, dual-energy x-ray absorptiometry (DXA) and quantitative computed 
tomography (QCT) provide densitometric measurements that have been experimentally 
demonstrated to be both accurate and strongly associated with bone strength [157] and the 
risk of fracture [176]. The callus calcium content at the fracture site has been shown to be 
correlated with mechanical strength in histological studies [196]. Whilst it is possible to 
measure calcium levels using x-ray-based imaging techniques [5,200], it is also known that 
bone strength depends on more than the raw amounts of radiopaque bone minerals, such as 
bone geometric and microstructural properties [11] as well as the properties of the 
surrounding soft tissue [175]. In addition, quantitative magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) 
has demonstrated promising results in non-invasive assessments of cortical and trabecular 
bone [255]. Of these, DXA is commonly used in clinical practice to identify at-risk patients 
who may be treated with bone-strengthening medications. Even ultrasound imaging has 
been used for evaluating fracture healing, although not quantitatively [203]. There has been 
intense technology-driven research activity in the area of bone healing in recent decades 
[77], but none of the findings so far have altered traditional methods of fracture-healing 
evaluations applied in clinics. 
1.5.1 Mechanical testing 
The gold standard for evaluating long-bone fracture healing is mechanical testing of a 
fracture to failure by bending or torsion. Various types of bending testing can be employed, 
such as three-point, four-point or cantilever type. Mechanical testing to failure by 
compression, tension, bending or torsion provides exact measurements of biomechanical 
properties. In biomechanics, an important distinction is made between structural and 
material properties.2
                                                          
2 The distinction between structural and material properties can be illustrated by considering two different 
human long bones. Assuming that human bone tissue exhibits constant material biomechanical properties 
(bone tissue is in fact viscoelastic, which means that it changes properties under different conditions, but we 
will ignore this for now), different structures with obvious different sizes and configurations (e.g. tibia or 
phalanges – a bone of a finger or toe) constructed from this material may have different structural 
biomechanical properties. In another words, even though both the tibia and the phalanges are made from the 
same material (bone), they have different strength and stiffness due to the wider cortex and a larger diameter 
of the tibia. 
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Amongst the most important biomechanical structural parameters in bone healing 
research are the ultimate load, stiffness, and fracture energy or work to fracture. These 
parameters can be measured by bending a bone to failure. The corresponding parameter in a 
torsional test is called the ultimate torsional load or torque. The classic load–deformation 
diagram is essential for calculating structural biomechanical properties [184]. Figure 2 
demonstrates the load–deformation curve of an arbitrary and intact rat tibia tested with 
cantilever bending to failure using a previously described test set-up [65]. This curve gives 
information about (a) the bone strength or maximum bending load (y value of the maximum 
point of the curve), (b) the stiffness of the bone (the slope of the tangent of the curve) and 
(c) the fracture energy (the area below the curve), which is the energy absorbed by the bone 
before a fracture or irreversible deformation occurs. In the following, ‘bone strength’ 
implies the ultimate cantilever load (except where stated otherwise). 
Stiffness has been proposed as both a surrogate for and a definition of healing [204], 
but its clinical relevance is low. As mentioned above (see Section 1.5), the clinically 
valuable biomechanical factor for the patient and the surgeon is ensuring a high ultimate 
load, which is the ability of the bone to resist high loads without failure or irreversible 
deformation. Ethical considerations make it impossible to measure this ultimate bending 
strength in the clinic, which has led to fracture evaluations being performed routinely in 
animal and cadaveric experiments. 
In biomechanics, the rigidity or elastic modulus (modulus of elasticity) corresponds to 
the structural property of stiffness. Elasticity is the ‘stiffness’ of the material [184]. 
Calculating biomechanical material properties relies on the use of a stress–strain diagram. 
Converting a load–deformation curve into a stress–strain curve requires knowledge of and 
attention to the size and shape of the chosen specimen and the type of test (compression, 
tension, bending or torsion) applied. Stress is the internal reaction that is equal in magnitude 
but opposite in direction to the applied, external force or load [58]. The term ‘strain’ is used 
to describe the displacement or deformation of the bone under the influence of an applied 
force. 
1.5.2 Clinical testing – patient examination, history and x-rays 
Evaluations of clinical fracture healing by orthopaedic surgeons has remained largely 
unchanged since the discovery of x-rays in 1895 by Wilhelm Conrad Roentgen (1845–
1923). A few important parameters are considered: time from fracture and fracture 
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treatment, patient examination with manual manipulation, patient history, and the 
acquisition of standard two-plane x-ray images (front and side projections). The bone 
strength is restored by the occurrence of a clinically verified bony union, which the surgeon 
can verify from a mechanically stable fracture site and the patient being pain-free. Even 
though the results of quantitative, photometric assessments of standard x-ray images have 
been shown to be correlated with the rigidity in EF-treated segmental diaphyseal defects 
[231], x-ray-based investigations only allow qualitative clinical follow-ups of fracture 
healing. Bony union can be clinical or radiographical. Radiographically verified bony union 
is usually indicated in plain radiographs by trabecular bony meshwork and cortical bone 
crossing the fracture site. Clinically verified bony union usually precedes radiographical 
union [26]. 
1.5.3 Dual-energy x-ray absorptiometry 
DXA analyses use radiographic attenuation to calculate bone mineralization. It is both 
quantitative and more sensitive to mineralization changes than is the standard x-ray. It can 
quantify the bone mineral content, the amount of mineral in a bone or part of a bone (in 
grams), and bone mineral density (BMD) (in milligrams per square centimetre) on the basis 
of the bone area. The accuracy and precision of DXA are very high, though some factors 
need to be considered carefully, such as the requirement for careful positioning of the 
scanned object [151]. DXA does not measure the true BMD, since it measures relative to 
bone area rather than bone volume. However, this examination has such a well-documented 
high level of precision and predictive ability of fracture risk when applied to intact bones 
[159] that it is well established in clinical practice and is the most widely used examination 
of densitometry in the clinic. 
Whilst several studies have found statistical correlations between DXA measurements 
and biomechanical properties in callus measurements [20,160], and DXA provides an 
accurate method of quantifying the changes in BMD that occur during fracture healing [29], 
there is currently little support for the use of DXA in clinical evaluations of fracture healing 
[30]. 
1.5.4 Computed tomography 
Tomography is a word derived from two Greek words: tómos (a cut or section) and 
graphos (something drawn or written, or one who draws or writes). The theoretical idea of 
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reconstructing the distribution of the material properties from an object layer was reported 
by the Austrian mathematician Johann Radon in 1917 [199], whose name is preserved in 
the term ‘Radon transform’. Evaluating computed tomography (CT) images is an everyday 
exercise in clinical orthopaedics. The data obtained in a typical CT scan are usually 
presented as a collection of images (slices) from a clinically interesting site, perpendicular 
to one or several anatomically important axis (e.g. coronal, sagittal or transverse images), or 
as a three-dimensional (3D) reconstruction of one or many anatomically important 
structures. 
The additional value of QCT over CT can be explained by providing a brief 
introduction to the physics underlying CT. A CT system directly measures the x-ray 
attenuation, . Attenuation, P, is defined as the natural logarithm of the ratio of primary 
intensity, I0,  to attenuated intensity, I [116]:  
P = ln(I0 / I) 
A CT system measures I and I0. The distribution of the attenuation coefficient within 
the scanned object can be defined as  = f(x, y, z). Furthermore, the attenuation can be 
expressed as an integral of the attenuation coefficients along the ray path or line along 
which an x-ray beam travels. This problem can then be viewed as finding N2 unknown 
values in an NN matrix, and solved by solving the Nx independent equations that arise 
from the attenuations measured along the different projection scans, usually in an iterative 
manner. This algebraic reconstruction technique is valid if the product of the number of 
projections and data points is larger than the number of unknown attenuation coefficients. 
In other words, many different x-ray images taken through the object from different angles 
is required to measure and calculate the spatial distribution of the attenuation coefficients 
within the scanned object in order to construct the digital CT images. 
The CT image consists of two-dimensional (2D) pixels or 3D voxels. Every pixel or 
voxel is represented by a value called the CT value or CT number, whose unit of 
measurement is the Hounsfield unit (HU)3. The relationship between the CT value, tissue 
attenuation coefficient T and HU can be expressed as 
CT value = (T – water ) / water  1000 HU 
The attenuation coefficient itself is not particularly useful since its absolute value is 
very dependent on the radiation energy of the system. The Hounsfield scale is based on the 
values for water and air: pure water and water-like tissue are given a value of 0 HU, while 
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air has a CT value of –1000 HU. Lung and fat tissue, which have relatively low mass 
densities, exhibit negative CT values. As mentioned above, the attenuation coefficient is 
dependent on both the mass density and effective atomic number. The CT value is normally 
converted into an HA density by simultaneously scanning phantom materials [212] with 
known HA densities and subsequent linear transformation, which is considered a robust 
technique [174]. 
CT provides unsurpassed accuracy and visual demonstration of bone tissue. In the 
clinic, 3D reconstructions and construction of slices in any plane are used for fracture 
configuration outlining and qualitative assessments of fracture healing. However, the use of 
CT in clinical research is restricted by the associated radiation dosage, which prevents its 
routine use despite it being able to detect defects in the callus not seen on an x-ray [25].  
CT provides both direct visualization of calcium tissue and the quantification of 
calcium, whereas MRI only indirectly visualizes calcium as a signal void. Thus, the use of 
CT has not diminished following the introduction and widespread availability of MRI. 
Multislice CT, also called volume CT, provides increased geometric resolution, shorter scan 
times and, most importantly, superior slice reconstruction possibilites. Both CT (especially 
QCT) and MRI can provide high-precision quantitative results with many applications 
[76,149]. For example, QCT can discriminate well between intact and previously fractured 
wrists [211]. Moreover, the large differences in CT densities between calcified bone and 
soft tissue mean that QCT can be performed with low radiation doses. 
QCT further provides for the accurate assessment of true volumetric bone density 
[87,201], geometric measurements [24,137,166] and tissue differentiation – especially 
between calcium tissues, fat and other soft tissues, and quantification of bone density – 
based on the segmentation of CT values [116]. Studies have documented that compared to 
DXA, CT provides more accurate measurements of densitometry and stronger associations 
between cortical, metaphyseal [152] and trabecular bone scans and biomechanical 
properties [172]. Microarchitectural features of bone [11] have until recently been 
considered to be unattainable by image analysis methods, but statistical correlations 
between CT values and relevant parameters have recently been discovered [230], consistent 
with the strong covariation between biomechanical properties and microstructural 
properties such as the osteon area, osteon density, porosity and interstitial area in intact 
bone [238]. For example, the cross-links in collagen do not affect densitometric 
                                                                                                                                                                                 
3 The HU and the Hounsfield scale are named after the inventor of CT, Godfrey N. Hounsfield, who was 
awarded the 1979 Nobel Prize in Medicine. 
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measurements, but they play an independent role in bone strength [256]. Cadaveric studies 
and animal experiments have confirmed that interesting statistically significant associations 
between QCT and biomechanical properties exist also in metastatic bones [118] and bone 
grafts [202], and that QCT can be combined with finite element models to accurately 
predict internal bone stress under different loading scenarios [227].  Dynamic bone 
mineralization occurs in healing fractures, and QCT can detect small changes in bone 
mineralization, which has been statistically correlated to qualitative image assessments of 
healing in distal radius fractures [153]. Moreover, although the results are diverse [75,108], 
interesting investigations on the correlations between fracture-site measurements by DXA 
and QCT and its derivatives and biomechanical properties have already been reported 
[9,16,20,30,52,160,210,215,220]. 
Secondary bone healing (the most common form of diaphyseal healing in the clinic) 
is characterized by the dynamic healing of bone tissue with callus formation, callus 
resorption and cortical remodelling, and QCT could theoretically be used to monitor 
fracture healing by segmenting the obtained images into bone tissue categories with 
different degrees of mineralization, and studying them separately with regards to 




2 Purpose of the present study 
 
The main purpose of the present study was to increase knowledge on bone healing in 
tibial fractures treated by EF and IMN by using an experimental rat model evaluated by 
DXA, micro-computed tomography (micro-CT) and mechanical cantilever testing. More 
specifically, five experiments were performed with the following aims: 
 
I To compare bone healing in tibial diaphyseal fractures treated with EF and IMN.  
 
II  To evaluate the effect of early compression on bone healing in externally fixed 
tibial diaphyseal fractures. 
 
III  To study bone healing in tibial diaphyseal fractures treated with secondary 
small- and large-diameter intramedullary nails after initial temporary EF. 
 
IV To study the effect of timing on bone healing in secondary IMN of tibial 
diaphyseal fractures after initial temporary EF. 
 
V To study the statistical correlation between bone strength and segmented QCT 
data in internally and externally fixed tibial diaphyseal fractures. 
 
 17
3 Summary of publications 
Publication I: External Fixation Compared to Intramedullary Nailing of Tibial 
Fractures in the Rat 
Forty male rats were subjected to a standardized tibial shaft osteotomy and were randomly 
assigned to two treatment groups: EF (N=20) or IMN (N=20). Half of the animals in each 
treatment group were evaluated at 30 days, with the remaining half evaluated at 60 days; 
the evaluations included x-ray, DXA and mechanical cantilever testing. Radiographically, 
both treatment groups showed signs of fracture healing with gradual bridging of the fracture 
line, while in the IMN group the visible collar of the callus appeared increased peripherally, 
which was indicative of periosteal healing. At 30 days, densitometric and mechanical 
properties were similar in the two treatment groups. However, at 60 days the bone strength 
was greater, the callus was larger and the bone mineral content in the callus segment was 
higher in IMN fractures than in EF fractures. Tibial shaft fractures showed similar healing 
patterns in the early phase of fracture healing in the rats treated with EF and IMN, while at 
the time of healing both densitometric and mechanical properties were better in IMN than 
in EF. Clinical findings indicate that bone healing after human tibial fractures may be better 
in IMN than in EF. 
 
Publication II: The Influence of Compression on the Healing of Experimental Tibial 
Fractures 
Sixty male rats received a standardized tibial shaft osteotomy stabilized with a unilateral 
external fixator with zero interfragmentary distance and were randomly assigned to the 
compression (N=20), control (N=20) or distraction (N=20) group. From days 4 to 14 the 
external fixator in either tightened (compression group) or loosened (distraction group) 
once daily to gradually induce a total axial displacement of the external fixator pin-clamps 
of 1.25 mm. The control group received a sham manipulation. Evaluations at 30 and 60 
days included x-ray, DXA, QCT and mechanical cantilever testing.  Compared with the 
controls, compression did not enhance fracture healing in terms of mineralization, bending 
strength or stiffness at the time of union. Compared with the distraction group, the 
compression and control groups exhibited improved healing in terms of mechanical 
strength and stiffness, and more-mature callus mineralization. 
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Publication III: Conversion from External Fixation to Definitive Intramedullary 
Nailing in Experimental Tibial Fractures 
Thirty male rats were subjected to a standardized tibial shaft osteotomy initially stabilized 
with EF. On day 7 they were assigned to the control group (group A, N=10) or to 
conversion to secondary nailing with small-diameter (group B, N=10) or large-diameter 
(group C, N=10) nails. The evaluation at 60 days included radiography, DXA and 
mechanical cantilever testing. All fractures healed radiographically with bridging of the 
fracture line and visible callus formation. Mineralization and callus formation (measured as 
the DXA parameters BMD and callus area) were significantly greater in Group B than in 
the other two groups. Group B also tended to have mechanically stronger bones with higher 
fracture energy compared to the other two groups. We found that converting lower leg 
fractures in rats from EF to IMN did not significantly improve bone healing, supporting 
continuation of EF as an acceptable fracture management option. 
 
Publication IV: The Effect of Timing of Conversion from External Fixation to 
Secondary Intramedullary Nailing in Experimental Tibial Fractures  
Forty male rats received a standardized tibial shaft osteotomy and EF, and were then 
randomly assigned to conversion to IMN at 7 (group A, N=10), 14 (group B, N=10) or 30 
(group C, N=10) days after the initial fixation. Group D (N=10) served as a control group 
without conversion. The evaluation at 60 days included x-ray, DXA and mechanical 
catilever testing. The bone mineral content and callus area were significantly greater in 
Group A than in the control group, while mechanical bending strength and stiffness were 
significantly lower in Groups B and C than in groups A and D. The timing of the 
conversion procedure had a significant effect on fracture healing: an early conversion 
procedure did not improve healing compared to control, but was advantageous compared to 
late conversion (at 2 or 4 weeks), with higher mineralization and superior biomechanical 
properties. 
 
Publication V: Correlations Between Strength and Quantitative Computed 
Tomography Measured Callus Mineralization in Experimental Tibial Fractures  
Forty male rats were subject to a standardized tibial shaft osteotomy and initially stabilized 
either with IMN (N=20) or unilateral EF (N=20). Evaluations at 30 and 60 days included 
radiography, QCT and a mechanical cantilever test. A narrow and wide region of interest 
(ROI) of the tibia (1.25 and 3.75 mm long, respectively) at the fracture site was 
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reconstructed and segmented with a voxel-based technique into soft callus, hard callus and 
cortical bone. The volumetric BMD (vBMD) was also calculated. Regardless of the fixation 
method, the study groups were characterized by pronounced soft- and hard-callus formation 
in the early phase. The volume of cortical bone and fracture cantilever bending strength 
were significantly increased at 60 days, but callus formation was significantly decreased 
compared to at 30 days. None of the QCT parameters demonstrated clinically valuable 
strength predicting abilities. However, the amount of cortical bone and the vBMD value 
measured by QCT at the fracture site were correlated positively and significantly with 
strength in the IMN group in the early phase of healing. 
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4 General discussion 
4.1 Methodological considerations 
This section considers issues concerning the rat model, the surgical procedures and 
the fracture evaluation methods. 
4.1.1 The rat model 
Adult male Wistar rats (Møllegårds Avlslaboratorium, Ejby, Denmark) were used in 
the experiments and given standardized care. Wistar rats are an albino strain of the wild 
brown rat (Rattus norvegicus). They are widely accessible and docile. The animals were 
housed in rodent cages with a lid holding a hinged water bottle divider and separate food 
area. Two rats in each cage received a standard rodent diet (RM3(E)M Special Diets 
Services, Witham, United Kingdom). The light cycle was 12 h/12 h. All experiments 
conformed to the Norwegian Council of Animal Research Code for the Care and Use of 
Animals for Experimental Purposes, and the number of animals was minimized by 
performing statistical power analysis before commencing experiments. The animals studied 
for publication I were subject to the correlation studies and CT scans described in 
publication V. 
Even though the rat is by far the most popular animal to use in fracture studies [179], 
differences must be considered and caution must be exercised both when animal 
experiments are designed and when experimental animal study results and conclusions are 
interpreted. The size, histological bone organization, locomotive stresses and anatomical 
relationships to the neighbouring fibula bone differ between the rat and human tibia. In our 
experiments, the rats resumed apparent normal locomotion with full weight-bearing within 
a few days post-operatively. The rat has a fibula, like humans and unlike some other 
mammals such as goats and sheep, where only a remnant of the head may be found.  
In humans, the tibia articulates with the fibular bone laterally both proximally and 
distally. However, the tibia and fibula of the rat fuse distally over a distance of several 
millimetres and hence constitute a more rigid structure [93] (see Figure 3). Even though the 
epiphyseal plate closes very late in the rat, an adult Wistar rat tibia is around 42 mm long 
[93,250], whereas the adult human tibia in males is almost ten times longer, at around 
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390 mm [55]. The cortical bone of Wistar rats probably reaches maturity at an age of about 
14 weeks, with the ultimate torsional load and modulus of rigidity being reached at that age 
[63]. Microscopically, the rat bone is similar to that of humans, but there are fewer and 
smaller Haversian systems [98], and these systems are scattered near the endosteal surface. 
Small avascular and acellular areas are present throughout the cortical bone [218]. These 
differences in the Haversian lamellar structure between human and rat bones might result in 
species-specific reactions. However, the basic remodelling processes are the same in rats 
and humans [249], and the deformation and biological repair of long bones are fairly 
constant across species [148], resulting in the rat being widely recognized as a suitable 
model for skeletal research relevant to humans. 
Early studies indicated that leg fractures in the adult rat regain mechanical properties 
similar to those of intact bone at 60 days [62]. In our study, the fracture strengths at 60 days 
in the IMN and EF groups were 85% and 54% of that of intact bone. Since we also wanted 
information about the healing process in the early phase, we evaluated differences in 
mechanical properties and mineralization at 30 and 60 days. 
4.1.2 Animal surgery  
The surgical procedures performed in the experiments were (A) open osteotomy, (B) 
primary external fracture fixation by mounting an external fixator, (C) primary internal 
fracture fixation by unreamed, unlocked IMN, and (D) secondary IMN. Procedure A was 
always followed by either procedure B or C and completed during the same surgical 
session. Procedure D was performed for publications III and IV as a secondary procedure at 
7, 14 or 30 days after the initial surgery, and it included the use of a percutaneous technique 
to remove the temporary external fixator prior to nail insertion. 
The open osteotomy was performed by exposing the left tibia through an anterior 
incision from the tuberositas tibia and in a distal direction. The muscles on the medial and 
lateral aspects of the tibia were carefully elevated from the tibia, and the anterior two-thirds 
of the tibia was cut at the level of the anterior ridge using a fine-toothed circular saw blade 
mounted on an electric drill. The remaining one-third was then manually broken, leaving 
the fibula intact. This experimental model combines saw osteotomy and the induction of 
traumatic fracture by open surgery. The results can therefore not be applied directly to 
either closed fractures or high-energy open fractures in the clinic. 
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The aluminium/steel external fixator used in the experiments has been described 
previously by Mark et al. [155], and was refined somewhat by our research group in 
collaboration with the mechanical workshop at the University of Oslo (see Figures 4 and 5). 
Four steel pins (with a diameter of 1.0 mm) were inserted: two proximal and two distal to 
the fracture. The core drill holes in the tibia were 0.8 mm in diameter, and the fixator offset 
– the free length of the pins between the rat’s anterolateral tibial surface and the inner side 
of the fixator bar – was 6 mm. The external fixator weighed 6.5 g and its position enabled 
free movements of the ankle and knee joints. The perioperative alignment and accurate 
fracture reduction with zero interfragmentary distance were verified both visually and 
manually. No perioperative or post-operative x-ray examination was performed. 
The intramedullary nails were inserted from the proximal side into the bone-marrow 
cavity through the anterior tip of the tibial plateau to the distal tibiofibular junction, with the 
knee in a flexed position (see Figure 6). The nails were cut flush to the bony surface at the 
insertion side. The nails were not reamed or locked. The medial and posterior segments 
were left attached to the bone. Experimental studies have shown that the rotational stability 
provided by an intact fibula favours healing [103,131]. The fibula is often fractured in 
human tibial fractures, and this is compensated for by interlocking the nail. All fibulas were 
left intact in our study to ensure rotational stability. 
The compressive and distractive stimuli used for publication II were applied via 
manual manipulation of the external fixator from days 4 to 14. Once daily during this early 
10-day period, the tubular fixator steel screws connecting the pin clamps were tightened 
(compressive stimuli) or loosened (distractive stimuli) with a standardized tool, resulting in 
a daily screw rotation of 90 degrees corresponding to a displacement of the pin clamps of 
0.125 mm; the total displacement was thus 100.125 mm = 1.25 mm. The control group 
received similar sham manipulations. The fixator was not manipulated after day 14. The 
operation wound was closed in two layers using absorbable sutures. A layer of transparent 
film dressing was then sprayed onto the sutured wound. 
The surgical procedures involving the rat tibia in our experiments were performed 
with an aseptic technique and experienced few or no post-operative complications such as 
infections. Prophylactic antibiotics were not included in the surgical or post-operative care 
routines. This indicates differences in the functions of the immune systems between the 
research animals and human patients. Other mechanobiological and soft-tissue factors 
relevant to bone healing may also be different in the rat.  
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On the other hand, strong scientific conclusions could be drawn by standardizing 
important parameters such as the level and configuration of the osteotomy or fracture, age 
and health of individuals, independency of compliance and applying the gold standard for 
evaluating fracture healing and mechanical testing.  
Mounting a 6.5-g four-pin unilateral external fixator on a 42-mm-long rat tibia is 
obviously more challenging than the corresponding clinical surgical procedures required for 
the human tibia. Even though precise reduction and stable fixation were verified both 
manually and visually perioperatively, as they are in the clinic, the small dimensions of the 
rat tibia naturally raise several concerns about the surgical accuracy and its influence on the 
results. To avoid the surgical experience and condition exerting systematic effects on the 
results, the animals were operated only during the daytime and they were randomly 
assigned to the animal surgeons. Complications such as drop foot, pin loosening and 
extramedullary positioning of the nail led to exclusion from the study. Two rats were 
excluded from publication I: one due to pin-tract infection and the other due to fixator 
loosening. For each of publications III and IV, one rat was excluded due to pin-tract 
infection and two rats due to extramedullary positioning of the nail. A few superficial 
infections/self-inflicted bite wounds were treated immediately with effective surgical 
debridement and skin closure. 
Half of the animals in each study group were killed by an intraperitoneal injection of 
pentobarbital at 30 days, and the other half at 60 days. Even though the age of the rat 
influences healing [64], previous studies have shown that leg fractures regain mechanical 
properties similar to intact bone within 8 weeks [62,242]. The tibias were immediately 
dissected free and examined visually. The external fixator clamps (but not its pins) and 
intramedullary nails were carefully removed after obtaining x-ray images and before DXA, 
CT and mechanical testing. The bones were kept frozen at –80 degrees Celsius between 
dissection and radiological, DXA, CT and mechanical evaluation. 
4.1.3 Imaging and densitometric evaluation 
X-ray images in all experiments were obtained on a standard clinical digital system 
(Axiom Aristos, Siemens, München, Germany). The x-ray tube settings were 46 kV, 
1.0 mAs and a focus-to-film (source-to-image-receptor) distance of 115 cm. All x-ray 
images were interpreted by the surgeons to confirm bone healing, but no inter- or 
intraobserver validation of the interpretation was performed. 
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DXA measurements for publications I–IV were performed using a densitometer 
system for research animals (Piximus, Lunar, Madison, WI). The x-ray tube voltage was 80 
kV, current was 400 μA, focal spot size was 0.25 mm  0.25 mm and focal spot-to-image-
receptor distance was 32 cm. The callus area, BMD and bone mineral content were 
automatically calculated by the accompanying software from a standardized-size ROI at the 
fracture site of 2143 pixels, which corresponds to around 0.30 cm2 and included a 
longitudinal tibial segment of 3.75 mm. The dissected tibias were placed in the same 
orientation and position on the scan table after a daily calibration of the system, but minor 
variations in position might have occurred due to variations in the pins of the external 
fixator (note that the ROI itself did not include any external fixator pins). 
QCT for publications II, III and V was performed by micro-CT scans and 
reconstruction of 2D and 3D images. The micro-CT system (Micro CAT II, Imtek – now 
Siemens) scan settings were 300 steps with 200 degrees of rotation, and the x-ray camera 
detector size was 20482048 with a bin factor of 2. The exposure time was 500 ms and the 
voxels were cubes with a side length of 50.7 m. A micro-CT system was calibrated in an 
air scan that was performed daily prior to bone scanning. A bone tissue phantom was 
scanned simultaneously in every bone examination. The CT images were not used for 
qualitative fracture healing analysis. The images were reconstructed from scan data 
obtained from a narrow ROI near the fracture site and a wide ROI encompassing the callus 
region of the fracture: 1.25 mm (25 slices) and 3.75 mm (75 slices), respectively (see Figure 
7). No external fixator pins were included in the ROI. The standard software beam-
hardening error correction of the manufacturer was activated. Scan data were analysed with 
a commercially available reconstruction and visualization software package (Amira v4.1, 
Mercury Computer Systems, Mérignac Cedex, France).  
A Lucite phantom with HA densities equal to 50, 250 and 750 mg/cm3 was scanned 
simultaneously, and HUs were linearly converted into HA densities [141]. There is no 
clearly defined consensus on density thresholds between soft and hard calluses and cortical 
bone [8,40,135,172,251], since QCT is currently predominantly applied to calculate the 
density of intact bone and to predict its relative fracture risk. The voxels were segmented 
into four categories: the exterior, soft tissues and fat (<171 mg/cm3), soft callus (171–540 
mg/cm3), hard callus (540–1200 mg/cm3) and cortical bone (>1200 mg/cm3) (see Figures 8 
and 9). These threshold values were selected based upon previous experiments and careful 
visual examination of the CT images with a standard bone window and level [143,200]. 
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Other threshold values could also be justified, but more investigations of segmenting QCT-
measured callus formation are needed to determine definitive values. 
 Beam hardening is a known source of error in CT. In brief, the polychromatic x-ray 
beam is altered as it travels through an object. When travelling through low-attenuation 
tissue, part of the the x-ray beam spectrum is absorbed and the beam is hardened, which 
results in lower attenuation in the corresponding areas on images, and vice versa for high-
attenuation tissue. No segmentation between high-attenuation tissue was applied. The 
consequences of this effect on the segmented data were therefore minimal. Any small 
beam-hardening artefact would probably have affected all study groups in a similar manner 
and hence can hardly explain intergroup differences. 
The partial volume effect is another regularly debated feature of CT. In short, the CT 
value, or the voxel CT number, is a measurement of the radiopacity of the scanned tissue. 
Due to the relative low resolution of CT, a reconstructed 3D CT image represents an 
interpolated, approximate reflection of the true amount and distribution of mineral density 
of the scanned subject. This is commonly referred to as the partial volume effect [7]. Even 
though the geometrical resolution is better than for that of DXA, CT has limitations in 
visualizing certain features of fractured bones, such as their microstructure [11]. QCT 
measurement of radiopaque minerals is still crude, and at best provides an imprecise outline 
of bone repair and remodelling processes. The implications of averaging the mineralization 
of the tissue within the voxel volume are unknown. However, as for beam hardening there 
is no reason to believe that the partial volume effect would have been differed between the 
study groups. 
CT imaging also has limitations in the clinic. The radiation dosage needs to be 
considered. CT scanning of bone tissue will adversely affect healing processes even though 
CT is generally considered to be a non-invasive procedure in clinical medicine. Moreover, 
in cases with internal fixation devices, CT imaging will be affected by interference and 
inaccuracies in quantitative results. Complicated computational techniques are utilized to 
compensate for such interference. 
4.1.4 Mechanical testing 
The tibias were ultimately placed between gauze pads that had been moistened with 
0.9% saline before a cantilever test was performed. This was important to avoid changes in 
the biomechanical properties of bone due to variations in moisture content, since dry bone 
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is more brittle. Even though there were minor differences in the time for which the bone 
samples had been at room temperature before testing, the bones were tested in a random 
order to minimize any resulting systematic effect. The used universal testing machine had a 
servohydraulic mechanical linear drive actuator with 100 mm of total vertical displacement 
and a maximum axial tension loading capacity of 250 N (MTS 858 Mini Bionix, MTS 
Systems, Eden Prairie, MN). The set-up included a cantilever test that was designed to test 
the fracture site, as described previously [65]. A standard control program set the vertical 
travel speed to 160 mm/min. The data file was then converted into a classic load–
deformation curve, and values for basic biomechanical structural properties – such as the 
ultimate load, stiffness and energy to fracture – were obtained using a mathematical 
software package (Origin v 7.5, OriginLab, Northampton, MA) [184]. 
The ultimate torsional and bending loads are significantly associated with callus 
stiffness [158], and they are themselves the most important and interesting biomechanical 
parameters in the clinic. For example, a high leg stiffness is of little value to the patient if 
the load required for irreversible deformation is low.  
The advantage of a fracture-site-specific test situation is that this measures the 
maximum strength of the bone at the fracture site. In a torsional test, where the entire bone 
is stressed torsionally, the bone will fracture at the weakest point. If the fracture site has 
healed biomechanically to stage 4 (see Section 1.2), it may be stronger than the fractured 
point. In that case a torsion measurement will determine the weakest point of the bone 
rather than measuring the strength at the fracture site. This is why torsional tests are usually 
applied to bone segments and grafts. It is known that the holes drilled for pin insertion in 
EF weaken the bone, and so the cantilever test may be superior to a torsional test in the 
testing of the fracture-site strength in externally fixed bones. However, the strengths of the 
pin sites are also of interest. 
4.2 Discussion of results 
4.2.1 External fixation versus intramedullary nailing 
Major soft-tissue injuries delay bone healing in underlying tibial fractures [89], and 
attention to soft-tissue handling is important both in the clinic and in experimental fractures. 
In our study, the length of the incision and the surgical manipulation of the soft tissue 
around the fracture site may have been slightly more extensive in the EF procedure than in 
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IMN, although we did endeavour to use similar soft-tissue dissection procedures in the 
surgical protocol. This difference may have influenced the periosteal circulation and 
inhibited healing to some extent, and may partly explain the lower amount of callus 
formation and the inferior mechanical-testing results in externally fixed tibias. However, 
the application of external fixators in clinical practice usually implies a percutaneous, soft-
tissue-preserving procedure. 
In the clinic, tibial shaft fractures are often associated with a fractured fibula, and the 
nails are often interlocked. As mentioned above (see Section 4.1.2), our experimental 
design did not include locking of the nails, but all fibulas were left intact for rotational 
stability. Klein et al. [131] observed in an experimental sheep model (where the fibula was 
absent) that fractures treated with locked unreamed nails were inferior to those treated with 
EF (evaluated both mechanically and histomorphometrically). This suggests that rotational 
stability plays a major role in the outcome of tibial fractures and that the effect of fracturing 
the fibula ought to be studied systematically. The effect of the fractured fibula has been 
studied in IMN [103], with the results indicating that the presence of both a fractured tibia 
and fibula impairs the early phase of fracture healing. The use of a third treatment group 
with, for example, a segmental fibula osteotomy, could help to isolate and identify the 
effect of the fibula. Our research group has now initiated such a study of the role of the 
fibula in EF. 
The alignment and stability of the bony fragments are especially important surgical 
principles in fracture treatment. An increased interfragmentary gap or movement may result 
in malunion, delayed union or even non-union. Fracture fixation with absolute stiffness 
inhibits interfragmentary motion and is associated with primary healing and reduced 
external callus formation, as mentioned above (see Section 1.2.2). Flexible and semi-rigid 
fixation promotes motion at the fracture site in favour of secondary bone healing, with the 
characteristic development of a bridging periosteal callus until cortical healing occurs. 
While it is well accepted that interfragmentary motion influences callus formation and the 
healing of fractures in both IMN and EF, the optimal biomechanical conditions for the 
fracture healing process remain unclear [39,43,81,125,169,221]. 
The stiffness of the bone–implant construct has been shown to be important to the 
fracture healing process in both IMN and EF [245,264]. The IMN tibia–implant construct, 
with inferior bending stiffness and less protection from torsional and axial forces, was 
significantly more favourable for mineralization and for recovering mechanical properties 
in the fracture repair process compared to the EF construct in our model. The initial post-
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operative bending stiffness of the tibia–implant construct was significantly higher in the EF 
group than in the IMN group (89% and 17%, respectively, of the bending stiffness of intact 
tibias). While the external fixator shares the axial load, unlocked nails provide little 
protection from axial load. A side effect of the size and location of the external fixator 
device could be to cause the animal to use the fractured limb less due to irritation from the 
device and the changed pattern of movement. This was not systematically tested in our 
study, even though careful visual examination indicated the presence of full weight-bearing 
with apparent normal quadrupedal locomotion in both groups within a few days post-
operatively.  
Our results are consistent with IMN being the standard for the definitive clinical 
management of lower extremity long-bone fractures in humans over the last 2 decades, and 
often being associated with a higher bone union rate and a shorter time to full weight-
bearing. Shannon et al. [213] compared 17 patients treated with EF to 13 patients treated 
with unreamed locked tibial nails. They experienced four local pin infections in the EF 
group and one deep infection in the unreamed-locked-nail group. That retrospective study 
of grade-III fractures of tibial diaphysis also found that the time to full weight-bearing was 
significantly shorter for the nailed fractures (22 weeks) than for the externally fixed 
fractures (37 weeks). Schandelmaier et al. [206] found similar results in a comparison of 32 
grade-IIIb open tibial shaft fractures, where the time to full weight-bearing was 
significantly shorter among the 17 patients in the unreamed-nail group (11±4 weeks, 
mean±SD) than among the 15 patients in the EF group (20±11 weeks). The times to bony 
union, infection and non-union did not differ significantly between the groups. A 
significantly shorter time to full weight-bearing for IMN was also found by Braten et al. 
[23] in a prospective, randomized study of tibial fractures involving 78 patients distributed 
into groups treated with EF (N=41) and IMN (N=38). However, they excluded patients with 
significant soft-tissue problems (grade III).  
A few other studies have found no significant differences in healing between EF and 
IMN. Trabulsy et al. [234] evaluated the results of EF in 28 patients and unreamed 
intramedullary nails in 17 patients with grade-IIIb fractures. Early bone grafting was 
employed in 43% of the patients, and free muscle flaps or local flaps were used in all 
patients. No significant difference in the complication rate or the time to union was noted 
between the two groups (IMN=40 weeks, EF=41 weeks). Local infections occurred in three 
patients (6%) and osteomyelitis in two (4%). However, no assessments of the distribution 
of fracture types, severity of soft-tissue damage or time to flap coverage were reported. 
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Tornetta et al. [232] investigated 29 grade-IIIb open tibial fractures in a prospective study, 
of which 14 were randomly assigned to EF and 15 to unreamed locking IMN. The motion 
was slightly better in the IMN group, but there were no significant differences in the times 
to partial weight-bearing and bony union. One deep infection and two pin-tract infections 
occurred in the EF group, and one deep infection was found in the IMN group. The authors 
considered locked, unreamed nailing to be the treatment of choice for grade-IIIb tibial 
fractures. However, that study included only a rather small number of patients. Henley et al. 
[94] also found that the choice of implant did not significantly affect the healing rates. In 
the prospective study of 174 grade-II, -IIIa and -IIIb tibial shaft fractures, the numbers of 
malalignments, subsequent procedures and local infections were significantly lower in the 
IMN group (N=104) than in the EF group (N=70). The complications occurred in fracture 
patterns with higher degrees of comminution or bone loss regardless of the method of 
treatment. The main factor influencing the speed of healing of the tibial fractures was the 
severity of soft-tissue injury. In that study the fracture severity tended to be higher in the EF 
group (p=0.051). 
4.2.2 Compression and distraction of external fixation 
Both the tight apposition of fragments and an intact fibula may explain the lack of 
shortening of bones exposed to compressive force and the densitometrically and 
biomechanically comparable results between those bones and the control bones. The mean 
group lengths support that performing an exact initial surgical reduction of the fracture 
fragments with a zero interfragmentary distance limited further interfragmentary movement 
driven by compressive forces. The static (control) group would still allow interfragmentary 
contact between the bone ends and interfragmentary compressive stresses during function, 
although possibly of a lower magnitude than in the compression group. In addition, the 
fibula was left intact in order to increase torsional stability and prevent detrimental shear 
forces and rotational malunion [6,103].  
The increased compressive interfragmentary force in the bone–implant system in the 
compression group would be expected to increase the system stiffness. While the stiffness 
of external fixators has a documented effect on healing [264], the role of the increased 
stiffness on fracture healing in our experiments is unclear since a control group without 
compression with such increased stiffness was not included.  
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Interestingly, at 30 days the groups exhibited remarkably similar important 
biomechanical and densitometric properties. Mechanical stimulation via interfragmentary 
compressive forces did not alter the strength, stiffness or densitometric properties 
significantly at this time point, with only a significantly lower energy absorption before 
fracture being observed in the compression group. This corresponds to Perren’s finding that 
bone can resist a high amount of compressive stress without developing necrosis or 
degradation [193]. Moreover, even though both BMD and vBMD were significantly higher 
in the compression and control groups, strength, stiffness and QCT-measured callus 
formation did not differ significantly at 30 days. This confirms that the 30-day time point 
represents the early phase of fracture healing, with a relatively large, immature and weak 
callus being present in all groups. 
Both the densitometric and mechanical properties suggest the presence of ongoing 
remodelling activity in all groups in the late phase, and two distinct densitometric patterns 
were observed. Firstly, in the compression and control groups there was a characteristic 
decrease in ‘immaturity’ from days 30 to 60, in terms of the bone mineral content and 
callus area (DXA parameters) and soft- and hard-callus volume (QCT parameters), with a 
simultaneous increase in ‘maturity’ in terms of strength, stiffness and cortical-bone volume, 
and vBMD values close to those of intact tibias. This indicates that the healing of the bones 
in these two groups was near completion. It is also evident that the 2D DXA parameter 
BMD was a poor marker of this callus maturation in the compression and control groups. 
Secondly, in the distraction group, the pronounced callus that formed in the early phase was 
not reduced at 60 days. Even though the amount of cortical bone increased significantly 
from 30 to 60 days, there was still significantly less of it compared to that observed in the 
compression and control groups. The early mechanical distraction did induce a positive 
stimulatory effect, in terms of larger amounts of soft and hard callus at 60 days, but the 
reduced strength, stiffness, cortical bone and vBMD indicate a delayed callus maturation in 
this group. 
The presence of significantly longer tibias in the distraction group indicates that the 
early distraction creates a fracture gap that is, in turn, at least partly responsible for the 
significantly weaker and more-immature callus at 60 days [39]. Moreover, the longer tibias 
in the distraction group suggest that the intact fibula does not significantly limit the 
lengthening. However, the strain caused by distraction and a reduced bone–implant 
stiffness due to the fracture gap may also be partly responsible for the reduced recovery of 
strength and the densitometric pattern in this group at 60 days post-osteotomy.  
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The increase in cortical bone of more than a threefold in the distraction group 
between 30 and 60 days indicated that the fracture gap had not yet fully mineralized. A 
1.25-mm gap corresponds to around 5.5 mm3 of cortical bone, which is more than the mean 
difference between the distraction group and both of the other groups at both 30 and 60 
days. Also, there was a significant increase in strength but no significant reduction in 
stiffness in this group between days 30 and 60. Thus, there were no clear signs of failed 
healing. The results in the distraction group therefore probably reflect the characteristic 
delayed but robust healing process in distraction osteogenesis [104,105]. However, this 
process has the disadvantages of an extended healing time and the need to avoid a critical 
gap size. In short, given a longer healing time, the distracted bones would probably 
continue to remodel and consequently improve their mechanical properties. In this study, a 
slower maturation of the distracted callus segment was expected, and this provided a second 
reference for comparison. 
This study was subject to several limitations. The interfragmentary movement and 
compressive strain were not measured continuously. However, there were no signs of pin or 
fixator loosening, which suggests that only minor interfragmentary motion occurred 
[38,39]. Moreover, the callus segment was not examined histologically. Such an 
examination would have necessitated a larger number of animals or the ability to perform 
non-destructive biomechanical evaluations of the bones. However, previous investigations 
of the distraction and compression regimens have not revealed significant differences in 
data from histological light-microscopy evaluations [38]. The difference in the ROIs for 
DXA (length of 3.75 mm) and QCT (length of 2.0 mm) measurements prevents a direct 
comparison. Given the mean bone lengths in the compression and static (control) groups, 
similar portions of the callus and cortical-bone ends were probably measured in the two 
groups. It is difficult to separate the effects of the gap and distractive stress in the 
distraction group without including another group with an initial distraction gap of 1.25 
mm. The effect of distracted cortical bone could be avoided by selecting an ROI outside the 
distraction zone. However, the biomechanically interesting fracture site would then not be 
measured. Moreover, measuring mineralization in an ROI adjacent to the distraction zone 
what make it difficult to decide which ROI in the compression and control groups is the 
true corresponding ROI. These are interesting questions that our research group are already 
focusing on in experiments. The lengthening of the tibias in the distraction group may limit 
the application of the protocol. However, our aim was to investigate a fracture healing 
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process exposed to axial compressive forces and compare this to static fixation and 
distraction.  
4.2.3 Initial temporary external fixation and secondary intramedullary nailing  
Bone healing in experimental tibial fractures with initial EF and secondary IMN was 
investigated for publications III and IV. 
It is widely accepted that it is necessary to differentiate between polytrauma patients 
who can and cannot tolerate major surgical procedures [187,205,236]. Data suggest that 
early total fracture care should only be performed in patients with lower injury severity 
scores. Unstable patients and those in a critical condition should not undergo a prolonged 
surgical procedure, and therefore they should be treated with a damage-control approach by 
EF to prevent unexpected complications [188]. The efficacy of this approach has recently 
been confirmed in a prospective randomized clinical study [190]. The results clearly 
demonstrated that patients in a borderline (uncertain) condition did worse when initial 
definitive stabilization was performed, with the conclusion being that stable patients should 
undergo IMN of long-bone fractures while unstable patient should undergo a temporary 
approach using an external fixator, followed by secondary IMN. Another study found that 
about 40% of trauma patients who underwent major secondary reconstructive surgery 
within 3 days after admission developed multiple organ failure [254], and some authors 
have delayed extensive orthopaedic procedures until 72 hours after injury. 
The optimal timing for secondary procedures needs to be determined in damage-
control orthopaedics. The optimal timing of secondary fracture surgery is unclear. A large 
survey of 4314 patients found that patients who developed multiple organ failure received 
secondary surgery between days 2 and 4, whereas patients without organ failure were 
operated at between 6 and 8 days after the initial trauma [186]. Based on these studies, the 
current recommendation seems to be that the optimal approach for damage-control 
orthopaedics in polytrauma patients is initial stabilization of long-bone fracture by EF 
followed by IMN at about 1 week. This was the basis for our time point for the secondary 
IMN procedure. Furthermore, 7 days is in the early phase of healing even in the rat [62], 
and the initial inflammatory response to multisystem trauma often normalizes during the 
first week [96,189]. A soft-tissue neocallus has normally formed at 7 days [147]. After 
nailing the tibia, the fibula and the neocallus make the fracture segment relatively stable to 
torsion, with flexibility to bending and axial movements. Also, the conversion to a bone–
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implant construction with lower stiffness implies larger fracture-site micromotion, which 
has been documented to promote callus formation in the early phase [80].  
As explained in the Introduction, the rationale of a secondary conversion procedure is 
to enhance fracture repair. Goodship et al. demonstrated that early axial cyclic micromotion 
with a relatively high strain rate significantly increased the fracture mineralization, 
mechanical stiffness and maximum torsional load, whilst micromotion applied in the late 
phase reduced bone mineral and mechanical properties and had a detrimental effect on bone 
healing [80]. Increasing the interfragmentary motion substantially in the later phase of 
healing may increase callus formation in leg shaft fractures, but also reduce the quality of 
bone healing [244]. It has also been demonstrated that applying physiological dynamic 
axial compression to canine mid-tibial osteotomies treated with EF after 2 weeks did not 
alter bone formation or the maximum mechanical torque [4], whereas others have found 
significantly higher torsional stiffness and a tendency to higher maximum torque when an 
externally fixed fracture was dynamized after 1 week [146]. This indicates that early 
conversion to the less-stiff bone–implant system of the intramedullary nail may be 
beneficial in terms of enhancing bone healing. While it is obvious that simply changing to a 
less-stiff fracture fixation method during healing will not necessarily enhance fracture 
healing, the observed advantage of early conversion compared to later conversion is 
consistent with other reported experiments finding that only early mechanical fracture 
segment stimuli have a positive effect on bone healing [107]. However, recent advances in 
biomechanics and biomaterials have resulted in improvements of EF frames, and they can 
now remain in place for prolonged periods of time without degradation of the pin–bone 
surface [253]. Our results indicate that continuation of EF in some (possibly more stable) 
configuration may be an option. 
Some surgeons have promoted initial and temporary EF followed by a definitive IMN 
later to avoid compromising an already damaged circulation. However, secondary IMN 
following EF can increase the risk of infection following later nailing, leading to possible 
malunion, delayed union or non-union [164]. Our comparison of EF and IMN for 
publication I revealed no significant difference in the initial healing between the two 
implant types at 30 days. However, in the late phase IMN led to superior bone healing 
compared to EF. This indicates that when EF has been used as the primary treatment, 
exchange IMN in the later phase may enhance the healing process. 
The exact magnitude of the insult that the actual surgical conversion procedure 
represents is unknown, but it can be minimized by careful removal of the four pins and the 
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external fixator together with minimally invasive antegrade non-reamed IMN. Even though 
patients in our small-diameter-nail group received an extra surgical conversion, their 
mineralization and callus formation were superior to those in the control group. This group 
also tended to have higher mechanical bending strength and fracture energy than both other 
groups.  
The callus disturbance caused by the conversion procedure may partly explain why 
late conversion IMN led to an inferior bone healing process with respect to mineralization 
and biomechanical properties. The concurrent soft-tissue damage and its management are 
documented predictors of the outcome and need for reoperation of a fracture patient 
[90,266]. The additional manipulation of the fractured leg represented by the conversion 
procedure may have interfered with the hardening and maturation of the callus. More 
specifically, the physical removal of the four external fixator pins and insertion of an 
intramedullary nail through the fracture site may have influenced the biological fracture 
repair process in our experimental set-up, as it would in a clinical situation. Furthermore, 
penetrating the fracture site with the nail might have represented a greater stimulation to the 
early neocallus in the early-conversion group than in the more-mature callus in groups B 
and C. The conversion procedure or the change in bone–implant fixation in the late-
conversion groups may have delayed callus maturation and remodelling or reinitiated early 
repair processes with soft-callus production, and this may partly explain the lower BMD 
and significant reduction in bending strength and rigidity observed in these groups 
compared to the control and early-conversion groups. 
Our two types of nail correspond to the different standard options used in clinical 
trauma care, and our findings support the current practice involving conversion to the use of 
intramedullary, unreamed, loose-fitting nails as soon as soft-tissue problems are resolved 
and the inflammatory response levels permit removal of EF [51,54]. 
Our experimental set-up included a standardized diaphyseal tibial fracture with 
limited soft-tissue injury and an intact fibula, and hence it differs from the clinical high-
energy-damage situation that often includes extensive soft-tissue damage. In this aspect our 
set-up is more representative of patients with closed fractures but who have an otherwise 
immunological unstable situation where damage-control orthopaedics is an option. 
There is an inherent risk of deep infection when performing a secondary conversion 
to IMN in long-bone fractures. Musculoskeletal trauma is often complicated by a high risk 
of ischemia/reperfusion injuries and secondary infections, and the risk increases with the 
degree of soft-tissue injury and fracture wound contamination. Although favourable results 
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have been reported when secondary nailing is delayed until after granulation of the pin sites 
[257], recent clinical studies indicate that this risk significantly increases in late conversion 
procedures (e.g. after 28 days) [18]. 
4.2.4 Correlations between strength and quantitative computed tomography 
 An analysis of statistical correlation between segmented QCT data and bending 
strength in fractured leg bones is presented in publication V. As stated above (see Section 
1.5), from a clinical point of view the most important biomechanical parameter is the 
maximum (bending and torsional) load, which is how much load a patient’s leg can resist 
before it fractures. In theory, a torsional test tests the weakest region of the bone, whereas 
the cantilever test can be designed to test a specific site, such as the fracture site [62]. 
Stiffness is another frequently used surrogate marker for maturation of fracture healing 
[204]. However, the fractured bones in our study exhibited stiffnesses higher than that of 
intact tibias already at 30 days, even though the bending strength was no more than 50% 
that of intact tibias. 
Massive callus formation in the early phase was evident in both treatment groups. 
Callus formation increases with reduced stability of the bone–implant system [34]. We have 
already determined that bone repair involves numerous processes taking place more or less 
simultaneously, which can be divided into (1) the early, inflammatory response, (2) soft- 
and hard-callus formation through endochondral and intramembranous ossification 
(cartilage formation, calcification and removal), and (3) osteon remodelling, also called 
primary healing [59]. Moreover, remodelling is dependent on the provision of adequate 
stability, such as by the callus formed after fracture and/or fracture fixation devices. 
Furthermore, very rigidly fixed fractures exhibit bone repair with diminished callus 
formation, which is also called primary healing. Fixations of tibial diaphyseal fractures with 
absolute rigidity are rare in the clinic [46]. 
 The presence of soft and hard calluses was not significantly correlated with bone 
strength. When all study groups were pooled (N=40), strength tended to be negatively 
correlated with the soft-callus volume. In a clinical setting, the visible periosteal callus on 
an x-ray is not a direct indicator of the fracture strength. The formation of a callus is 
indicative of a normal course of healing in a fracture with relatively flexible fixation after 
some time, and signals that remodelling is imminent or perhaps already advancing with 
bone strengthening. Our results indicate that even though a callus provides stability for the 
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remodelling process, its biomechanical splinting effect is not a major contributor to the 
maximum bending strength of the bone. In theory, this complicated bone healing 
mineralization that results from overlapping formation and resorption processes of calcified 
tissue may be difficult to describe clearly with sum or average densitometric parameters 
such as bone mineral content, BMD or vBMD. Our experimental set-up failed to identify a 
clinically valuable QCT parameter of the bone strength, but this may have been due to 
threshold selection and issues concerning image resolution, and hence future studies might 
reveal QCT parameters that can predict the strength of a healing fracture. 
Only the fracture-site QCT-measured cortical-bone volume in the IMN group at 
30 days was correlated positively and significantly with strength. Almost half of the 
variability in the strength could be accounted for by variation in the fracture-site cortical-
bone volume. At 60 days, cortical bone in both treatment groups exhibited similar 
properties to intact bone, which suggests that cortical bridging had already occurred. 
Interestingly, the strength was found to differ between treatment groups even when the 
cortical-bone volume did not. Cortical-bone remodelling with the formation of new, strong 
lamellar structures across the fracture gap is the main factor responsible for a restoration of 
the mechanical strength. Our results support the idea that the proximity of the ROI of QCT 
to the fracture influences the biomechanical importance of the measurement. It may be that 
the QCT-measured cortical-bone volume is sensitive to biomechanically important 
mineralization processes such as cortical bridging or osteon remodelling in this situation, 
when the ROI is close to the fracture line in the early phase of healing in fractures with 
relatively flexible fixation. The higher bone implant stiffness in the EF group may be at 
least partly responsible for a smaller amount of hard callus forming, which in turn probably 
reduces the stability for the cortical remodelling process and bone maturation. Subsequent 
differences in lamellar structure and microstructural properties may explain differences in 
bone strength and the relatively weak correlation between strength and cortical-bone 
volume. 
The relatively weak correlation between measured cortical bone and strength may 
partly be explained by variation of the fracture configuration. The fracture homogeneity and 
standardization of our experimental model promotes systematic bone research. However, 
the ROI of QCT was aligned with the saw osteotomy perpendicular to the tibia, and not 
necessarily with the remaining one-third of the fracture – the manual manipulation after 
partial osteotomy to fracture the remaining third of the tibial bone may have led to a variety 
of fracture configurations. Figure 10 shows that the accumulation of measured cortical bone 
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(as represented by the curve) had a minimum in the centre of the ROI. This point probably 
expresses the fracture line and supports that our ROIs are centred on it. 
None of the measurements in the QCT study group with the wide ROI were 
correlated significantly with strength. When all groups were pooled (N=40), the presence of 
cortical bone in the wide ROI tended to be positively correlated with strength. The QCT-
based measurements of callus area included a relative large proportion of unfractured 
(cortical) bone, which might have weakened the correlation with bone strength.  
The calculated tissue volumes are based on the measured CT values of the voxels. 
Even high-resolution CT systems have limitations in visualizing bone microstructure [11]. 
In heterogeneous materials (e.g. fractured bone), the CT value corresponds to the average 
attenuation contributed by all materials and chemical elements within its boundaries, and 
this is commonly referred to as the partial volume effect [7,115]. The CT value thus reflects 
local radiopacity and is an approximation of the true amount and distribution of mineral 
density of the scanned subject. CT values are influenced by the properties of bone marrow 
in osteoporotic subjects [142,165]. The full implications of the use of a tomographic 
technique to produce the CT value are unknown, but the effects are unlikely to have 




The observations made in this study indicate that treating tibial diaphyseal fractures  
with EF seems to be as effective as IMN in recovering mechanical properties in the early 
phase of healing. However, at the time of healing IMN provides significantly greater callus 
maturation, as measured by the mineralization of the callus segment, and results in superior 
mechanical properties compared to EF. 
We found that (1) early compression of externally fixed tibias did not enhance 
fracture healing in terms of mineralization of the fracture gap and mechanical 
characteristics at mid-term or at the time of union compared with statically fixed bones, and 
(2) both compression and static fixation techniques induced superior mechanical properties 
at 60 days and a more-mature callus mineralization compared to distraction. 
In our experiments we found that (1) the continuation of EF reduced mineralization 
and callus formation of the fracture segment compared with early conversion to definitive 
small-diameter nails after 7 days and (2) the conversion after 7 days to small-diameter nails 
induced increased callus formation compared with both the use of large-diameter nails and 
continuation of EF, whilst (3) the mechanical characteristics did not differ significantly 
between definitive EF and conversion to IMN using nails with different diameters. 
The results of our study indicate that the timing of the conversion from initial EF to 
IMN has a significant impact on bone healing. Our experiments support the clinical practice 
of early conversion as soon as the patient or local soft-tissue conditions permit since (1) 
early conversion to IMN induces an advantageous increase in mineralization and callus 
formation in the fracture segment, and (2) late conversion has a detrimental effect on the 
biomechanical properties of bending strength and rigidity, both compared to early 
conversion and to the use of an external fixator for definitive fracture management. 
In conclusion, even though QCT was able to quantify the characteristic pattern of 
secondary healing with early callus formation and late callus resorption with bone 
remodelling, segmenting the QCT data into these different types of bone tissue did no 
increase the correlation with strength relative to using vBMD or any clinically usable 
predictor of bone strength. The two significant correlations found between strength and 
QCT-measured cortical bone and vBMD suggest that fracture-site QCT measurements are 
sensitive to biomechanically important fracture mineralization in the early phase of healing 
in fractures with relatively flexible fixation. 
 39
6 Perspectives 
Our experimental findings cannot be directly extrapolated to human patients. 
However, the following implications for clinical treatment of tibial diaphyseal fractures can 
be suggested from our results: (1) IMN is useful as a standard treatment for unstable tibial 
fractures since it may promote callus formation and thereby improve biomechanical 
characteristics compared to the use of a more-rigid unilateral external fixator; (2) in 
fractures initially treated with a unilateral external fixator with adequate soft-tissue 
conditions, there exists an optimal time window (between 1 and 2 weeks after the initial 
surgery) in which a conversion to IMN from initial temporary EF provides superior 
biomechanical fracture healing with a low infection risk relative to later conversion; and (3) 
when the conversion to IMN cannot be performed early due to the patient having a severe 
polytrauma status or to the presence of damaged soft tissue surrounding the fracture 
segment, maintaining the EF until bony union in some (possibly more stable) configuration 
seems a viable option both to promote biomechanical fracture healing and to avoid deep 
infection. 
Even though we did not identify any enhancement in our compression regimen, 
future studies should combine defined periods with simultaneous distraction and 
compression of the fracture gap in order to prevent limb lengthening or shortening. A 
clinically applicable combination of early compression and distraction could theoretically 
stimulate callus formation without creating a fracture gap and avoiding the induction of 
delayed healing or non-union, and potentially enhance both the mechanical properties and 
healing. 
The results from a high-resolution micro-CT analysis of small animal bones cannot be 
directly transferred to and applied in the clinic. Still, we believe that our findings contain 
important and relevant information for the non-invasive evaluation and staging of bone 
repair, and indicate that further exploration of tissue threshold selection using imaging 
systems with higher resolutions and better fracture-line alignment of ROIs may increase the 
value of QCT. The future of fracture treatment research should include not only the 
development and clinical application of advanced surgical methods and the use of 
biologically active healing modifier molecules and materials, but also the corresponding 
development and clinical application of non-invasive methods for evaluating fracture 
healing. Even though computational models, mechanical monitoring and imaging 
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modalities such as CT and MRI have shown substantial technological improvements and 
are widely applied, the ability to adequately and non-invasively evaluate fracture healing 
remains unsolved. Combining improved scanning resolution, lower radiation doses, 
superior image analysis techniques, physical material models, mathematical models and 
increased computational power has shown promising results, and may eventually solve this 
problem. Further validation and exploration of tissue threshold selection for segmentation 

























Figure 2. X-ray of an intact adult rat tibia. Figure 3. Photograph of a rat tibia at 







Figure 4. X-ray of a rat tibia at 60 days after 
EF. 










Figure 6. Load–deformation diagram from a cantilever bending test of an adult rat 
tibia tested to failure, showing the biomechanical structural properties of strength, 





Figure 7. 3D CT reconstruction of a rat tibia at 60 days after initial treatment with 
IMN, showing the fracture line (A), the 1.25-mm-long narrow ROI (B), and the 3.75-








Figure 8. Normal and segmented cross-sectional CT images of the rat tibial diaphyseal 
fracture site. A) Normal cross-sectional image obtained after 60 days of EF, showing 
some periosteal and endosteal callus around the cortex. B) A segmentation of the image 
in panel A, where white = cortical bone, light grey = hard callus, dark grey = soft callus, 
and black = soft tissue or exterior. C) Normal cross-sectional image obtained after 30 
days of IMN, showing some cortical bone and a massive periosteal callus. D) 

















Figure 9. Slice-by-slice analysis of the tissue distribution (soft callus, hard callus and 
cortical bone) for the number of voxels per transverse CT slice along the 3.75-mm-long 
ROI in the longitudinal direction, centred around the fracture and encompassing the 
callus formed after fracture. Slice data are averaged for all fractures in all study groups 































Figure 10. Histogram of the voxel distribution of micro-CT scans of the intact rat tibia. 
The ROI included a 3.75-mm-long segment (75 slices) of the tibia in the longitudinal 
direction. The voxels are segmented based on CT values into the exterior (<–7 mg/cm3), 
soft tissues and fat (–7–171 mg/cm3), soft callus (171–540 mg/cm3), hard callus (540–
1200 mg/cm3) and cortical bone (>1200 mg/ cm3). Voxels were cubes with a side length 











 [1]  Antich-Adrover P, Marti-Garin D, Murias-Alvarez J, Puente-Alonso C. 1997. 
External fixation and secondary intramedullary nailing of open tibial fractures. A 
randomised, prospective trial. J Bone Joint Surg Br 79 433-7. 
 [2]  Arazi M, Yalcin H, Tarakcioglu N, et al. 2002. The effects of dynamization and 
destabilization of the external fixator on fracture healing: a comparative 
biomechanical study in dogs. Orthopedics 25 521-4. 
 [3]  Arazi M, Yalcin H, Tarakcioglu N, et al. 2002. The effects of dynamization and 
destabilization of the external fixator on fracture healing: a comparative 
biomechanical study in dogs. Orthopedics 25 521-4. 
 [4]  Aro HT, Kelly PJ, Lewallen DG, Chao EY. 1990. The effects of physiologic 
dynamic compression on bone healing under external fixation. Clin Orthop Relat 
Res 256 260-73. 
 [5]  Aro HT, Wippermann BW, Hodgson SF, et al. 1989. Prediction of properties of 
fracture callus by measurement of mineral density using micro-bone densitometry. J 
Bone Joint Surg Am 71 1020-30. 
 [6]  Augat P, Burger J, Schorlemmer S, et al. 2003. Shear movement at the fracture site 
delays healing in a diaphyseal fracture model. J Orthop Res 21 1011-7. 
 [7]  Augat P, Eckstein F. 2008. Quantitative imaging of musculoskeletal tissue. Annu 
Rev Biomed Eng 10 369-90. 
 [8]  Augat P, Gordon CL, Lang TF, et al. 1998. Accuracy of cortical and trabecular bone 
measurements with peripheral quantitative computed tomography (pQCT). Phys 
Med Biol 43 2873-83. 
 [9]  Augat P, Merk J, Genant HK, Claes L. 1997. Quantitative assessment of 
experimental fracture repair by peripheral computed tomography. Calcif Tissue Int 
60 194-9. 
 49
 [10]  Augat P, Merk J, Ignatius A, et al. 1996. Early, full weightbearing with flexible 
fixation delays fracture healing. Clin Orthop Relat Res 328 194-202. 
 [11]  Augat P, Schorlemmer S. 2006. The role of cortical bone and its microstructure in 
bone strength. Age Ageing 35 Suppl 2 ii27-ii31. 
 [12]  Bach AW, Hansen ST. 1989. Plates Versus External Fixation in Severe Open Tibial 
Shaft Fractures - A Randomized Trial. Clinical Orthopaedics and Related Research 
241 89-94. 
 [13]  Bedi A, Karunakar MA. 2006. Physiologic effects of intramedullary reaming. Instr 
Course Lect 55 359-66. 
 [14]  Behrens F, Searls K. 1986. External fixation of the tibia. Basic concepts and 
prospective evaluation. J Bone Joint Surg Br 68 246-54. 
 [15]  Benmansour MB, Gottin M, Rouvillain JL, et al. 1999. [Elastic intramedullary 
nailing of the tibia with the Marchetti-Vicenzi nail. 43 treated cases]. Rev Chir 
Orthop Reparatrice Appar Mot 85 267-76. 
 [16]  Bentzen SM, Hvid I, Jorgensen J. 1987. Mechanical strength of tibial trabecular 
bone evaluated by X-ray computed tomography. J Biomech 20 743-52. 
 [17]  Bhandari M, Guyatt GH, Swiontkowski MF, Schemitsch EH. 2001. Treatment of 
open fractures of the shaft of the tibia. J Bone Joint Surg Br 83 62-8. 
 [18]  Bhandari M, Zlowodzki M, Tornetta P, III, et al. 2005. Intramedullary nailing 
following external fixation in femoral and tibial shaft fractures. J Orthop Trauma 19 
140-4. 
 [19]  Blachut PA, Meek RN, O'Brien PJ. 1990. External fixation and delayed 
intramedullary nailing of open fractures of the tibial shaft. A sequential protocol. J 
Bone Joint Surg Am 72 729-35. 
 [20]  Blokhuis TJ, den Boer FC, Bramer JA, et al. 2000. Evaluation of strength of healing 
fractures with dual energy Xray absorptiometry. Clin Orthop Relat Res 380 260-8. 
50 
 [21]  Bong MR, Kummer FJ, Koval KJ, Egol KA. 2007. Intramedullary nailing of the 
lower extremity: biomechanics and biology. J Am Acad Orthop Surg 15 97-106. 
 [22]  Braten M, Helland P, Grontvedt T, et al. 2005. External fixation versus locked 
intramedullary nailing in tibial shaft fractures: a prospective, randomised study of 
78 patients. Arch Orthop Trauma Surg 125 21-6. 
 [23]  Braten M, Helland P, Grontvedt T, et al. 2005. External fixation versus locked 
intramedullary nailing in tibial shaft fractures: a prospective, randomised study of 
78 patients. Arch Orthop Trauma Surg 125 21-6. 
 [24]  Braun MJ, Meta MD, Schneider P, Reiners C. 1998. Clinical evaluation of a high-
resolution new peripheral quantitative computerized tomography (pQCT) scanner 
for the bone densitometry at the lower limbs. Phys Med Biol 43 2279-94. 
 [25]  Braunstein EM, Goldstein SA, Ku J, et al. 1986. Computed tomography and plain 
radiography in experimental fracture healing. Skeletal Radiol 15 27-31. 
 [26]  Buckwalter JA, Einhorn TA, Marsh JL. Bone and Joint Healing. In: Bucholz, 
Heckman, Court-Brown. Rockwood and Green's Fractures in Adults Volume 1. 6th 
ed. Philadelphia: Lippincott Williams & Wilkins 2006. 
 [27]  Burgess AR, Poka A, Brumback RJ, Bosse MJ. 1987. Management of open grade 
III tibial fractures. Orthop Clin North Am 18 85-93. 
 [28]  Carter DR, Beaupre GS, Giori NJ, Helms JA. 1998. Mechanobiology of skeletal 
regeneration. Clin Orthop Relat Res S41-S55. 
 [29]  Cattermole HC, Cook JE, Fordham JN, et al. 1997. Bone mineral changes during 
tibial fracture healing. Clin Orthop Relat Res 339 190-6. 
 [30]  Cattermole HC, Fordham JN, Muckle DS, Cunningham JL. 1996. Dual-energy X-
ray absorptiometry as a measure of healing in fractures treated by intramedullary 
nailing. J Orthop Trauma 10 563-8. 
 [31]  Caudle RJ, Stern PJ. 1987. Severe open fractures of the tibia. J Bone Joint Surg Am 
69 801-7. 
 51
 [32]  Chamay A, Tschantz P. 1972. Mechanical influences in bone remodeling. 
Experimental research on Wolff's law. J Biomech 5 173-80. 
 [33]  Chan KM, Leung YK, Cheng JC, Leung PC. 1984. The management of type III 
open tibial fractures. Injury 16 157-65. 
 [34]  Chao EY, Aro HT, Lewallen DG, Kelly PJ. 1989. The effect of rigidity on fracture 
healing in external fixation. Clin Orthop Relat Res 241 24-35. 
 [35]  Chao EY, Inoue N, Elias JJ, Aro H. 1998. Enhancement of fracture healing by 
mechanical and surgical intervention. Clin Orthop Relat Res 355 S163-S178. 
 [36]  Chapman MW. 1986. The role of intramedullary fixation in open fractures. Clin 
Orthop Relat Res 212 26-34. 
 [37]  Chu TM, Warden SJ, Turner CH, Stewart RL. 2007. Segmental bone regeneration 
using a load-bearing biodegradable carrier of bone morphogenetic protein-2. 
Biomaterials 28 459-67. 
 [38]  Claes L, Augat P, Schorlemmer S, et al. 2008. Temporary distraction and 
compression of a diaphyseal osteotomy accelerates bone healing. J Orthop Res 26 
772-7. 
 [39]  Claes L, Augat P, Suger G, Wilke HJ. 1997. Influence of size and stability of the 
osteotomy gap on the success of fracture healing. J Orthop Res 15 577-84. 
 [40]  Claes L, Blakytny R, Gockelmann M, et al. 2009. Early dynamization by reduced 
fixation stiffness does not improve fracture healing in a rat femoral osteotomy 
model. J Orthop Res 27 22-7. 
 [41]  Claes L, Maurer-Klein N, Henke T, et al. 2006. Moderate soft tissue trauma delays 
new bone formation only in the early phase of fracture healing. J Orthop Res 24 
1178-85. 
 [42]  Claes LE, Heigele CA, Neidlinger-Wilke C, et al. 1998. Effects of mechanical 
factors on the fracture healing process. Clin Orthop Relat Res 1998 S132-S147. 
52 
 [43]  Claes LE, Wilke HJ, Augat P, et al. 1995. Effect of dynamization on gap healing of 
diaphyseal fractures under external fixation. Clin Biomech (Bristol, Avon) 10 227-
34. 
 [44]  Cleveland KB. Delayed Union and Nonunion of Fractures. In: Terry Canale S, 
Beaty JH. Campbell's Operative Orthopedics Volume 3. 11th ed. Philadelphia: 
Mosby Elsevier 2008. 
 [45]  Coles CP, Gross M. 2000. Closed tibial shaft fractures: management and treatment 
complications. A review of the prospective literature. Can J Surg 43 256-62. 
 [46]  Court-Brown CM. Fractures of the Tibia and Fibula. In: Bucholz RW, Heckman JD, 
Court-Brown C. Rockwood and Green's Fractures in Adults Volume 2. 6th ed. 
Philadelphia: Lippincott Williams & Wilkins 2006. 
 [47]  Court-Brown CM, Caesar B. 2006. Epidemiology of adult fractures: A review. 
Injury 37 691-7. 
 [48]  Court-Brown CM, McQueen MM, Quaba AA, Christie J. 1991. Locked 
intramedullary nailing of open tibial fractures. J Bone Joint Surg Br 73 959-64. 
 [49]  Court-Brown CM, Wheelwright EF, Christie J, McQueen MM. 1990. External 
fixation for type III open tibial fractures. J Bone Joint Surg Br 72 801-4. 
 [50]  Crowley DJ, Kanakaris NK, Giannoudis PV. 2007. Femoral diaphyseal aseptic non-
unions: is there an ideal method of treatment? Injury 38 Suppl 2 S55-S63. 
 [51]  Della Rocca GJ, Crist BD. 2006. External fixation versus conversion to 
intramedullary nailing for definitive management of closed fractures of the femoral 
and tibial shaft. J Am Acad Orthop Surg 14 S131-S135. 
 [52]  den Boer FC, Bramer JA, Patka P, et al. 1998. Quantification of fracture healing 
with three-dimensional computed tomography. Arch Orthop Trauma Surg 117 345-
50. 
 [53]  Dimitriou R, Tsiridis E, Giannoudis PV. 2005. Current concepts of molecular 
aspects of bone healing. Injury 36 1392-404. 
 53
 [54]  Dougherty PJ, Silverton C, Yeni Y, et al. 2006. Conversion from temporary external 
fixation to definitive fixation: shaft fractures. J Am Acad Orthop Surg 14 S124-
S127. 
 [55]  Duyar I, Pelin C. 2003. Body height estimation based on tibia length in different 
stature groups. Am J Phys Anthropol 122 23-7. 
 [56]  Egger EL, Gottsauner-Wolf F, Palmer J, et al. 1993. Effects of axial dynamization 
on bone healing. J Trauma 34 185-92. 
 [57]  Egkher E, Martinek H, Wielke B. 1980. How to increase the stability of external 
fixation units. Mechanical tests and theoretical studies. Arch Orthop Trauma Surg 
96 35-43. 
 [58]  Einhorn TA. 1992. Bone strength: the bottom line. Calcif Tissue Int 51 333-9. 
 [59]  Einhorn TA. 1998. The cell and molecularbiology of fracture healing. Clinical 
Orthopaedics and Related Research 355S S7-S21. 
 [60]  Einhorn TA. 2005. The science of fracture healing. J Orthop Trauma 19 S4-S6. 
 [61]  Einhorn TA, Laurencin CT, Lyons K. 2008. An AAOS-NIH symposium. Fracture 
repair: challenges, opportunities, and directions for future research. J Bone Joint 
Surg Am 90 438-42. 
 [62]  Ekeland A, Engesaeter LB, Langeland N. 1981. Mechanical properties of fractured 
and intact rat femora evaluated by bending, torsional and tensile tests. Acta Orthop 
Scand 52 605-13. 
 [63]  Ekeland A, Engesaeter LB, Langeland N. 1984. Torsional properties of rat femora. 
Eur Surg Res 16 Suppl 2 28-33. 
 [64]  Ekeland A, Engesoeter LB, Langeland N. 1982. Influence of age on mechanical 
properties of healing fractures and intact bones in rats. Acta Orthop Scand 53 527-
34. 
 [65]  Engesaeter LB, Ekeland A, Langeland N. 1978. Methods for testing the mechanical 
properties of the rat femur. Acta Orthop Scand 49 512-8. 
54 
 [66]  Epari DR, Kassi JP, Schell H, Duda GN. 2007. Timely fracture-healing requires 
optimization of axial fixation stability. J Bone Joint Surg Am 89 1575-85. 
 [67]  Findlay SC, Eastell R, Ingle BM. 2002. Measurement of bone adjacent to tibial shaft 
fracture. Osteoporos Int 13 980-9. 
 [68]  Finkemeier CG, Schmidt AH, Kyle RF, et al. 2000. A prospective, randomized 
study of intramedullary nails inserted with and without reaming for the treatment of 
open and closed fractures of the tibial shaft. J Orthop Trauma 14 187-93. 
 [69]  Fischer MD, Gustilo RB, Varecka TF. 1991. The timing of flap coverage, bone-
grafting, and intramedullary nailing in patients who have a fracture of the tibial shaft 
with extensive soft-tissue injury. J Bone Joint Surg Am 73 1316-22. 
 [70]  Ford JL, Robinson DE, Scammell BE. 2004. Endochondral ossification in fracture 
callus during long bone repair: the localisation of 'cavity-lining cells' within the 
cartilage. J Orthop Res 22 368-75. 
 [71]  Forster MC, Bruce AS, Aster AS. 2005. Should the tibia be reamed when nailing? 
Injury 36 439-44. 
 [72]  Franceschi RT, Yang S, Rutherford RB, et al. 2004. Gene therapy approaches for 
bone regeneration. Cells Tissues Organs 176 95-108. 
 [73]  Frolke JP, Patka P. 2007. Definition and classification of fracture non-unions. Injury 
38 Suppl 2 S19-S22. 
 [74]  Galpin RD, Veith RG, Hansen ST. 1986. Treatment of failures after plating of tibial 
fractures. J Bone Joint Surg Am 68 1231-6. 
 [75]  Gardner MJ, van der Meulen MC, Demetrakopoulos D, et al. 2006. In vivo cyclic 
axial compression affects bone healing in the mouse tibia. J Orthop Res 24 1679-86. 
 [76]  Gauthier O, Muller R, von SD, et al. 2005. In vivo bone regeneration with injectable 
calcium phosphate biomaterial: a three-dimensional micro-computed tomographic, 
biomechanical and SEM study. Biomaterials 26 5444-53. 
 55
 [77]  Genant HK, Jiang Y. 2006. Advanced imaging assessment of bone quality. Ann N 
Y Acad Sci 1068 410-28. 
 [78]  Giannoudis PV, Veysi VT, Pape HC, et al. 2002. When should we operate on major 
fractures in patients with severe head injuries? Am J Surg 183 261-7. 
 [79]  Giotakis N, Narayan B. 2007. Stability with unilateral external fixation in the tibia. 
Strategies Trauma Limb Reconstr 2 13-20. 
 [80]  Goodship AE, Cunningham JL, Kenwright J. 1998. Strain rate and timing of 
stimulation in mechanical modulation of fracture healing. Clin Orthop Relat Res 
355 S105-15. 
 [81]  Goodship AE, Kenwright J. 1985. The influence of induced micromovement upon 
the healing of experimental tibial fractures. J Bone Joint Surg Br 67 650-5. 
 [82]  Goodship AE, Watkins PE, Rigby HS, Kenwright J. 1993. The role of fixator frame 
stiffness in the control of fracture healing. An experimental study. J Biomech 26 
1027-35. 
 [83]  Gorman SC, Kraus KH, Keating JH, et al. 2005. In vivo axial dynamization of 
canine tibial fractures using the Securos external skeletal fixation system. Vet Comp 
Orthop Traumatol 18 199-207. 
 [84]  Green SA. 1983. Complications of external skeletal fixation. Clin Orthop Relat Res 
180 109-16. 
 [85]  Grundnes O, Reikeras O. 1993. The importance of the hematoma for fracture 
healing in rats. Acta Orthop Scand 64 340-2. 
 [86]  Grundnes O, Reikeras O. 1993. The role of hematoma and periosteal sealing for 
fracture healing in rats. Acta Orthop Scand 64 47-9. 
 [87]  Guglielmi G, Lang TF. 2002. Quantitative computed tomography. Semin 
Musculoskelet Radiol 6 219-27. 
56 
 [88]  Gustilo RB, Anderson JT. 1976. Prevention of infection in the treatment of one 
thousand and twenty-five open fractures of long bones: retrospective and 
prospective analyses. J Bone Joint Surg Am 58 453-8. 
 [89]  Gustilo RB, Mendoza RM, Williams DN. 1984. Problems in the management of 
type III (severe) open fractures: a new classification of type III open fractures. J 
Trauma 24 742-6. 
 [90]  Harris I, Lyons M. 2005. Reoperation rate in diaphyseal tibia fractures. ANZ J Surg 
75 1041-4. 
 [91]  Hart MB, Wu JJ, Chao EY, Kelly PJ. 1985. External skeletal fixation of canine 
tibial osteotomies. Compression compared with no compression. J Bone Joint Surg 
Am 67 598-605. 
 [92]  Harwood PJ, Giannoudis PV, van GM, et al. 2005. Alterations in the systemic 
inflammatory response after early total care and damage control procedures for 
femoral shaft fracture in severely injured patients. J Trauma 58 446-52. 
 [93]  Hebel R, Stromberg MW. Osteology. Anatomy of the Laboratory Rat. 1st ed. 
Baltimore: The Williams & Wilkins Company 1976. 
 [94]  Henley MB, Chapman JR, Agel J, et al. 1998. Treatment of type II, IIIA, and IIIB 
open fractures of the tibial shaft: a prospective comparison of unreamed interlocking 
intramedullary nails and half-pin external fixators. J Orthop Trauma 12 1-7. 
 [95]  Hente R, Fuchtmeier B, Schlegel U, et al. 2004. The influence of cyclic 
compression and distraction on the healing of experimental tibial fractures. J Orthop 
Res 22 709-15. 
 [96]  Hildebrand F, Giannoudis P, Kretteck C, Pape HC. 2004. Damage control: 
extremities. Injury 35 678-89. 
 [97]  Hildebrand F, Giannoudis P, van GM, et al. 2005. Secondary effects of femoral 
instrumentation on pulmonary physiology in a standardised sheep model: what is 
the effect of lung contusion and reaming? Injury 36 544-55. 
 57
 [98]  Hillier ML, Bell LS. 2007. Differentiating human bone from animal bone: a review 
of histological methods. J Forensic Sci 52 249-63. 
 [99]  Holbrook JL, Swiontkowski MF, Sanders R. 1989. Treatment of open fractures of 
the tibial shaft: Ender nailing versus external fixation. A randomized, prospective 
comparison. J Bone Joint Surg Am 71 1231-8. 
 [100]  Holzer G, Majeska RJ, Lundy MW, et al. 1999. Parathyroid hormone enhances 
fracture healing. A preliminary report. Clin Orthop Relat Res 366 258-63. 
 [101]  Höntzsch D. External fixator. In: Rüedi TP, Buckley RE, Moran CG. AO Principles 
of Fracture Management Volume 1- Principles. 2nd ed. Stuttgart: Georg Thieme 
Verlag 2007. 
 [102]  Höntzsch D, Weller S, Engels C, Kaiserauer S. 1993. [Change in the procedure from 
external fixator to intramedullary nailing osteosynthesis of the femur and tibia]. 
Aktuelle Traumatol 23 Suppl 1 21-35. 
 [103]  Horn J, Steen H, Reikeras O. 2008. Role of the fibula in lower leg fractures: an in 
vivo investigation in rats. J Orthop Res 26 1027-31. 
 [104]  Ilizarov GA. 1989. The tension-stress effect on the genesis and growth of tissues. 
Part I. The influence of stability of fixation and soft-tissue preservation. Clin Orthop 
Relat Res 238 249-81. 
 [105]  Ilizarov GA. 1989. The tension-stress effect on the genesis and growth of tissues: 
Part II. The influence of the rate and frequency of distraction. Clin Orthop Relat Res 
239 263-85. 
 [106]  Inan M, Halici M, Ayan I, et al. 2007. Treatment of type IIIA open fractures of 
tibial shaft with Ilizarov external fixator versus unreamed tibial nailing. Arch 
Orthop Trauma Surg 127 617-23. 
 [107]  Jagodzinski M, Krettek C. 2007. Effect of mechanical stability on fracture healing--
an update. Injury 38 Suppl 1 S3-10. 
 [108]  Jamsa T, Koivukangas A, Kippo K, et al. 2000. Comparison of radiographic and 
pQCT analyses of healing rat tibial fractures. Calcif Tissue Int 66 288-91. 
58 
 [109]  Johnsen EE, Buckley RE. Chronic infection and infected nonunion. In: Rüedi TP, 
Buckley RE, Moran CG. AO Principles of Fracture Management. 2nd ed. Stuttgart: 
Georg Thieme Verlag 2007. 
 [110]  Johnson EE, Simpson LA, Helfet DL. 1990. Delayed intramedullary nailing after 
failed external fixation of the tibia. Clin Orthop Relat Res 253 251-7. 
 [111]  Jones CB. 2005. Biological basis of fracture healing. J Orthop Trauma 19 S1-S3. 
 [112]  Jones CB, Mayo KA. 2005. Nonunion treatment: iliac crest bone graft techniques. J 
Orthop Trauma 19 S11-S13. 
 [113]  Kakar S, Tornetta P, III. 2007. Open fractures of the tibia treated by immediate 
intramedullary tibial nail insertion without reaming: a prospective study. J Orthop 
Trauma 21 153-7. 
 [114]  Kakar S, Tornetta P, III. 2007. Segmental tibia fractures: a prospective evaluation. 
Clin Orthop Relat Res 460 196-201. 
 [115]  Kalender WA. Basic Principles of CT. Computed Tomography. 2nd revised edition 
ed. Erlangen: Publicis Corporate Publishing 2005 pp 17-34. 
 [116]  Kalender WA. Computed Tomography. 2nd revised edition ed. Erlangen: Publicis 
Corporate Publishing 2005.  
 [117]  Kanakaris NK, Paliobeis C, Nlanidakis N, Giannoudis PV. 2007. Biological 
enhancement of tibial diaphyseal aseptic non-unions: the efficacy of autologous 
bone grafting, BMPs and reaming by-products. Injury 38 Suppl 2 S65-S75. 
 [118]  Kaneko TS, Pejcic MR, Tehranzadeh J, Keyak JH. 2003. Relationships between 
material properties and CT scan data of cortical bone with and without metastatic 
lesions. Med Eng Phys 25 445-54. 
 [119]  Karlstrom G, Olerud S. 1975. Percutaneous pin fixation of open tibial fractures. 
Double-frame anchorage using the Vidal-Adrey method. J Bone Joint Surg Am 57 
915-24. 
 59
 [120]  Karlstrom G, Olerud S. 1983. External fixation of severe open tibial fractures with 
the Hoffmann frame. Clin Orthop Relat Res 180 68-77. 
 [121]  Keating JF, O'Brien PJ, Blachut PA, et al. 1997. Locking intramedullary nailing 
with and without reaming for open fractures of the tibial shaft. A prospective, 
randomized study. J Bone Joint Surg Am 79 334-41. 
 [122]  Keita I, Perren SM. Biology and biomechanics in bone healing. In: Rüedi TP, 
Buckley RE, Moran CG. AO Principles of Fracture Management Volume 1 - 
Principles. 2nd ed. Stuttgart: Georg Thieme Verlag 2007 
 [123]  Kempf I, Grosse A, Lafforgue D. 1978. [Combined Kuntscher nailing and screw 
fixation (author's transl)]. Rev Chir Orthop Reparatrice Appar Mot 64 635-51. 
 [124]  Kenwright J, Gardner T. 1998. Mechanical influences on tibial fracture healing. 
Clin Orthop Relat Res 355S S179-S190. 
 [125]  Kenwright J, Goodship AE. 1989. Controlled mechanical stimulation in the 
treatment of tibial fractures. Clin Orthop Relat Res 241 36-47. 
 [126]  Kessler SB, Hallfeldt KK, Perren SM, Schweiberer L. 1986. The effects of reaming 
and intramedullary nailing on fracture healing. Clin Orthop Relat Res 212 18-25. 
 [127]  Kierszenbaum A. Osteogenesis. Histology and cell biology. 1 ed. Missouri: Mosby 
2002. 
 [128]  Kierszenbaum K. 5. Histology and Cell Biology: An Introduction to Pathology. 
New York: Mosby 2006. 
 [129]  Kirkeby OJ, Larsen TB, Nordsletten L, et al. 1993. Fracture weakens ipsilateral long 
bones: mechanical and metabolic changes after femoral or tibial injury in rats. J 
Orthop Trauma 7 343-7. 
 [130]  Klamut HJ, Chen ST, Lau KH, Baylink DJ. 2004. Progress toward skeletal gene 
therapy. Crit Rev Eukaryot Gene Expr 14 89-136. 
60 
 [131]  Klein P, Opitz M, Schell H, et al. 2004. Comparison of unreamed nailing and 
external fixation of tibial diastases-mechanical conditions during healing and 
biological outcome. J Orthop Res 22 1072-8. 
 [132]  Klein P, Schell H, Streitparth F, et al. 2003. The initial phase of fracture healing is 
specifically sensitive to mechanical conditions. J Orthop Res 21 662-9. 
 [133]  Koivukangas A. Effects of Long-Term Clodronate Administration on Bone and on 
Fracture Healing in Rat, with Special Reference to Methodological Aspects 
(Thesis). 1st ed. Oulu: University of Oulu 2002. 
 [134]  Kontulainen SA, Macdonald HM, McKay HA. 2006. Change in cortical bone 
density and its distribution differs between boys and girls during puberty. J Clin 
Endocrinol Metab 91 2555-61. 
 [135]  Korkusuz F, Akin S, Akkus O, Korkusuz P. 2000. Assessment of mineral density 
and atomic content of fracture callus by quantitative computerized tomography. J 
Orthop Sci 5 248-55. 
 [136]  Koval KJ, Clapper MF, Brumback RJ, et al. 1991. Complications of reamed 
intramedullary nailing of the tibia. J Orthop Trauma 5 184-9. 
 [137]  Kowalczyk M, Wall A, Turek T, et al. 2007. Computerized tomography evaluation 
of cortical bone properties in the tibia. Ortop Traumatol Rehabil 9 187-97. 
 [138]  Krettek C. Intramedullary nailing. In: Rüedi TP, Buckley RE, Moran CG. AO 
Principles of Fracture Management Volume 1- Principles. 2nd ed. Stuttgart: Georg 
Thieme Verlag 2007. 
 [139]  Krettek C, Gösling T. Principles of Internal Fixation. In: Bucholz RW, Heckman 
JD, Court-Brown C. Rockwood and Green's Fractures in Adults Volume 2. 6th ed. 
Philadelphia: Lippincott Williams & Wilkins 2006. 
 [140]  Krettek C, Haas N, Tscherne H. 1989. [Results of treatment of 202 fresh tibial shaft 
fractures, managed with unilateral external fixation (monofixateur)]. Unfallchirurg 
92 440-52. 
 61
 [141]  Lagravere MO, Fang Y, Carey J, et al. 2006. Density conversion factor determined 
using a cone-beam computed tomography unit NewTom QR-DVT 9000. 
Dentomaxillofac Radiol 35 407-9. 
 [142]  Lane JM. 2005. Bone morphogenic protein science and studies. J Orthop Trauma 19 
S17-S22. 
 [143]  Lang TF, Keyak JH, Heitz MW, et al. 1997. Volumetric quantitative computed 
tomography of the proximal femur: precision and relation to bone strength. Bone 21 
101-8. 
 [144]  Larsen LB, Madsen JE, Hoiness PR, Ovre S. 2004. Should insertion of 
intramedullary nails for tibial fractures be with or without reaming? A prospective, 
randomized study with 3.8 years' follow-up. J Orthop Trauma 18 144-9. 
 [145]  Larsson K, van der LW. 1983. Open tibial shaft fractures. Clin Orthop Relat Res 
180 63-7. 
 [146]  Larsson S, Kim W, Caja VL, et al. 2001. Effect of early axial dynamization on tibial 
bone healing: a study in dogs. Clin Orthop Relat Res 388 240-51. 
 [147]  Laurencin CT, Einhorn TA, Lyons K. 2008. Fracture repair: challenges and 
opportunities. J Bone Joint Surg Am 90 Suppl 1 1-2. 
 [148]  Liebschner MA. 2004. Biomechanical considerations of animal models used in 
tissue engineering of bone. Biomaterials 25 1697-714. 
 [149]  Liu D, Manske SL, Kontulainen SA, et al. 2007. Tibial geometry is associated with 
failure load ex vivo: a MRI, pQCT and DXA study. Osteoporos Int 18 991-7. 
 [150]  Liu RW, Kim YH, Lee DC, et al. 2005. Computational simulation of axial 
dynamization on long bone fractures. Clin Biomech (Bristol, Avon) 20 83-90. 
 [151]  Lopez Franco GE, O'Neil TK, Litscher SJ, et al. 2004. Accuracy and precision of 
PIXImus densitometry for ex vivo mouse long bones: comparison of technique and 
software version. J Clin Densitom 7 326-33. 
62 
 [152]  Lotz JC, Gerhart TN, Hayes WC. 1990. Mechanical properties of trabecular bone 
from the proximal femur: a quantitative CT study. J Comput Assist Tomogr 14 107-
14. 
 [153]  Lynch JA, Grigoryan M, Fierlinger A, et al. 2004. Measurement of changes in 
trabecular bone at fracture sites using X-ray CT and automated image registration 
and processing. J Orthop Res 22 362-7. 
 [154]  Malik ZU, Hanif MS, Safdar A, Masood T. 2005. Planned external fixation to 
locked intramedullary nailing conversion for open fractures of shaft of femur and 
tibia. J Coll Physicians Surg Pak 15 133-6. 
 [155]  Mark H, Bergholm J, Nilsson A, et al. 2003. An external fixation method and device 
to study fracture healing in rats. Acta Orthop Scand 74 476-82. 
 [156]  Mark H, Penington A, Nannmark U, et al. 2004. Microvascular invasion during 
endochondral ossification in experimental fractures in rats. Bone 35 535-42. 
 [157]  Markel MD, Chao EY. 1993. Noninvasive monitoring techniques for quantitative 
description of callus mineral content and mechanical properties. Clin Orthop Relat 
Res 293 37-45. 
 [158]  Markel MD, Wikenheiser MA, Chao EY. 1990. A study of fracture callus material 
properties: relationship to the torsional strength of bone. J Orthop Res 8 843-50. 
 [159]  Markel MD, Wikenheiser MA, Morin RL, et al. 1990. Quantification of bone 
healing. Comparison of QCT, SPA, MRI, and DEXA in dog osteotomies. Acta 
Orthop Scand 61 487-98. 
 [160]  Markel MD, Wikenheiser MA, Morin RL, et al. 1991. The determination of bone 
fracture properties by dual-energy X-ray absorptiometry and single-photon 
absorptiometry: a comparative study. Calcif Tissue Int 48 392-9. 
 [161]  Marsh D. 1998. Concepts of fracture union, delayed union, and nonunion. Clin 
Orthop Relat Res 355S S22-S30. 
 63
 [162]  Marsh JL, Slongo TF, Agel J, et al. 2007. Fracture and dislocation classification 
compendium - 2007: Orthopaedic Trauma Association classification, database and 
outcomes committee. J Orthop Trauma 21 S1-133. 
 [163]  Marshall PD, Saleh M, Douglas DL. 1991. Risk of deep infection with 
intramedullary nailing following the use of external fixators. J R Coll Surg Edinb 36 
268-71. 
 [164]  Maurer DJ, Merkow RL, Gustilo RB. 1989. Infection after intramedullary nailing of 
severe open tibial fractures initially treated with external fixation. J Bone Joint Surg 
Am 71 835-8. 
 [165]  Mazess RB, Vetter J. 1985. The influence of marrow on measurement of trabecular 
bone using computed tomography. Bone 6 349-51. 
 [166]  McCann RM, Colleary G, Geddis C, et al. 2008. Effect of osteoporosis on bone 
mineral density and fracture repair in a rat femoral fracture model. J Orthop Res 26 
384-93. 
 [167]  McCoy MT, Chao EY, Kasman RA. 1983. Comparison of mechanical performance 
in four types of external fixators. Clin Orthop Relat Res 23-33. 
 [168]  McKee MD, Ochsner PE. Aseptic nonunion. In: Rüedi TP, Buckley RE, Moran CG. 
AO Principles of Fracture Management. 2nd ed. Stuttgart: Georg Thieme Verlag 
2007. 
 [169]  McKibbin B. 1978. The biology of fracture healing in long bones. Journal of Bone 
and Joint Surgery [Br] 60B 150-62. 
 [170]  McKibbin B. 1978. The biology of fracture healing in long bones. Journal of Bone 
and Joint Surgery [Br] 60B 150-62. 
 [171]  Morshed S, Miclau T, III, Bembom O, et al. 2009. Delayed internal fixation of 
femoral shaft fracture reduces mortality among patients with multisystem trauma. J 
Bone Joint Surg Am 91 3-13. 
 [172]  Muller R, Ruegsegger P. 1997. Micro-tomographic imaging for the nondestructive 
evaluation of trabecular bone architecture. Stud Health Technol Inform 40 61-79. 
64 
 [173]  Nast-Kolb D. 1997. [Intramedullary nailing in polytrauma. Pro and contra early 
management]. Unfallchirurg 100 80-4. 
 [174]  Nazarian A, Snyder BD, Zurakowski D, Muller R. 2008. Quantitative micro-
computed tomography: a non-invasive method to assess equivalent bone mineral 
density. Bone 43 302-11. 
 [175]  Nordsletten L, Ekeland A. 1993. Muscle contribution to tibial fracture strength in 
rats. Acta Orthop Scand 64 157-60. 
 [176]  Nordsletten L, Kaastad TS, Skjeldal S, et al. 1994. Fracture strength prediction in rat 
femoral shaft and neck by single photon absorptiometry of the femoral shaft. Bone 
Miner 25 39-46. 
 [177]  Nork SE. 2005. Initial fracture management and results. J Orthop Trauma 19 S7-10. 
 [178]  Nowotarski PJ, Turen CH, Brumback RJ, Scarboro JM. 2000. Conversion of 
external fixation to intramedullary nailing for fractures of the shaft of the femur in 
multiply injured patients. J Bone Joint Surg Am 82 781-8. 
 [179]  O'Loughlin PF, Morr S, Bogunovic L, et al. 2008. Selection and development of 
preclinical models in fracture-healing research. J Bone Joint Surg Am 90 Suppl 1 
79-84. 
 [180]  Ochsner PE, Sirkin MS, Trampuz A. Acute infection. In: Rüedi TP, Buckley RE, 
Moran CG. AO Principles of Fracture Management. 2nd ed. Stuttgart: Georg 
Thieme Verlag 2007. 
 [181]  Ogasawara A, Nakajima A, Nakajima F, et al. 2008. Molecular basis for affected 
cartilage formation and bone union in fracture healing of the streptozotocin-induced 
diabetic rat. Bone 43 832-9. 
 [182]  Ostermann PA, Knopp W, Josten C, Muhr G. 1993. [Unreamed intramedullary nail 
or external fixator in complicated tibial fracture? A comparative analysis]. Chirurg 
64 913-7. 
 [183]  Paige Whittle A. Fractures of the Lower Extremity. In: Terry Canale S, Beaty JH. 
Campbell's Operative Orthopaedics. 11 ed. Philadelphia: Mosby Elsevier 2007. 
 65
 [184]  Panjabi MM, White AA. Biomehanics in the musculoskeletal system. 1st ed. 
Philadelphia: Churchill Livingstone 2001. 
 [185]  Panjabi MM, White AA, III, Wolf JW, Jr. 1979. A biomechanical comparison of the 
effects of constant and cyclic compression on fracture healing in rabbit long bones. 
Acta Orthop Scand 50 653-61. 
 [186]  Pape H, Stalp M, Griensven M, et al. 1999. [Optimal timing for secondary surgery 
in polytrauma patients: an evaluation of 4,314 serious-injury cases]. Chirurg 70 
1287-93. 
 [187]  Pape HC, Auf'm'Kolk M, Paffrath T, et al. 1993. Primary intramedullary femur 
fixation in multiple trauma patients with associated lung contusion--a cause of 
posttraumatic ARDS? J Trauma 34 540-7. 
 [188]  Pape HC, Giannoudis P, Krettek C. 2002. The timing of fracture treatment in 
polytrauma patients: relevance of damage control orthopedic surgery. Am J Surg 
183 622-9. 
 [189]  Pape HC, Grimme K, van GM, et al. 2003. Impact of intramedullary 
instrumentation versus damage control for femoral fractures on 
immunoinflammatory parameters: prospective randomized analysis by the EPOFF 
Study Group. J Trauma 55 7-13. 
 [190]  Pape HC, Rixen D, Morley J, et al. 2007. Impact of the method of initial 
stabilization for femoral shaft fractures in patients with multiple injuries at risk for 
complications (borderline patients). Ann Surg 246 491-9. 
 [191]  Parekh AA, Smith WR, Silva S, et al. 2008. Treatment of distal femur and proximal 
tibia fractures with external fixation followed by planned conversion to internal 
fixation. J Trauma 64 736-9. 
 [192]  Park SH, Silva M. 2004. Neuromuscular electrical stimulation enhances fracture 
healing: results of an animal model. J Orthop Res 22 382-7. 
 [193]  Perren SM. 1979. Physical and biological aspects of fracture healing with special 
reference to internal fixation. Clin Orthop Relat Res 138 175-96. 
66 
 [194]  Petrisor B, Anderson S, Court-Brown CM. 2005. Infection after reamed 
intramedullary nailing of the tibia: a case series review. J Orthop Trauma 19 437-41. 
 [195]  Pettine KA, Chao EY, Kelly PJ. 1993. Analysis of the external fixator pin-bone 
interface. Clin Orthop Relat Res 293 18-27. 
 [196]  Powell ES, Lawford PV, Duckworth T, Black MM. 1989. Is callus calcium content 
an indicator of the mechanical strength of healing fractures? An experimental study 
in rat metatarsals. J Biomed Eng 11 277-81. 
 [197]  Pryor JP, Reilly PM. 2004. Initial care of the patient with blunt polytrauma. Clin 
Orthop Relat Res 422 30-6. 
 [198]  R.K.Schenk. 1986. Histophysiology of bone remoddeling and bone repair. In: Lin, 
O C and Chao, E Y S Editors, 1986. Perspectives on Biomaterials 75-94. 
 [199]  Radon JH. 1917. Über die Bestimmung von Funktionen durch ihre Integralwerte 
längs gewisser Mannigfaltigkeiten. Berichte über die Verhandlungen der Schsische 
Akademie der Wissenschaften 69 262-77. 
 [200]  Reich NE, Seidelmann FE, Tubbs RR, et al. 1976. Determination of bone mineral 
content using CT scanning. AJR Am J Roentgenol 127 593-4. 
 [201]  Revak CS. 1980. Mineral content of cortical bone measured by computed 
tomography. J Comput Assist Tomogr 4 342-50. 
 [202]  Reynolds DG, Hock C, Shaikh S, et al. 2007. Micro-computed tomography 
prediction of biomechanical strength in murine structural bone grafts. J Biomech 40 
3178-86. 
 [203]  Ricciardi L, Perissinotto A, Dabala M. 1993. Mechanical monitoring of fracture 
healing using ultrasound imaging. Clin Orthop Relat Res 293 71-6. 
 [204]  Richardson JB, Cunningham JL, Goodship AE, et al. 1994. Measuring stiffness can 
define healing of tibial fractures. J Bone Joint Surg Br 76 389-94. 
 67
 [205]  Roberts CS, Pape HC, Jones AL, et al. 2005. Damage control orthopaedics: 
evolving concepts in the treatment of patients who have sustained orthopaedic 
trauma. Instr Course Lect 54 447-62. 
 [206]  Schandelmaier P, Krettek C, Rudolf J, et al. 1997. Superior results of tibial rodding 
versus external fixation in grade 3B fractures. Clin Orthop Relat Res 342 164-72. 
 [207]  Schell H, Epari DR, Kassi JP, et al. 2005. The course of bone healing is influenced 
by the initial shear fixation stability. J Orthop Res 23 1022-8. 
 [208]  Schemitsch EH, Kowalski MJ, Swiontkowski MF, Senft D. 1994. Cortical bone 
blood flow in reamed and unreamed locked intramedullary nailing: a fractured tibia 
model in sheep. J Orthop Trauma 8 373-82. 
 [209]  Schmidmaier G, Wildemann B, Ostapowicz D, et al. 2004. Long-term effects of 
local growth factor (IGF-I and TGF-beta 1) treatment on fracture healing. A safety 
study for using growth factors. J Orthop Res 22 514-9. 
 [210]  Schnarkowski P, Redei J, Peterfy CG, et al. 1995. Tibial shaft fractures: assessment 
of fracture healing with computed tomography. J Comput Assist Tomogr 19 777-81. 
 [211]  Schneider P, Reiners C, Cointry GR, et al. 2001. Bone quality parameters of the 
distal radius as assessed by pQCT in normal and fractured women. Osteoporos Int 
12 639-46. 
 [212]  Schweizer S, Hattendorf B, Schneider P, et al. 2007. Preparation and 
characterization of calibration standards for bone density determination by micro-
computed tomography. Analyst 132 1040-5. 
 [213]  Shannon FJ, Mullett H, O'Rourke K. 2002. Unreamed intramedullary nail versus 
external fixation in grade III open tibial fractures. J Trauma 52 650-4. 
 [214]  Shefelbine SJ, Augat P, Claes L, Simon U. 2005. Trabecular bone fracture healing 
simulation with finite element analysis and fuzzy logic. J Biomech 38 2440-50. 
 [215]  Shefelbine SJ, Simon U, Claes L, et al. 2005. Prediction of fracture callus 
mechanical properties using micro-CT images and voxel-based finite element 
analysis. Bone 36 480-8. 
68 
 [216]  Siebenrock KA, Schillig B, Jakob RP. 1993. Treatment of complex tibial shaft 
fractures. Arguments for early secondary intramedullary nailing. Clin Orthop Relat 
Res 290 269-74. 
 [217]  Simmons DJ. 1985. Fracture healing perspectives. Clin Orthop Relat Res 200 100-
13. 
 [218]  Singh IJ, Tonna EA, Gandel CP. 1974. A comparative histological study of 
mammalian bone. J Morphol 144 421-37. 
 [219]  Sisk TD. 1983. External fixation. Historic review, advantages, disadvantages, 
complications, and indications. Clin Orthop Relat Res 180 15-22. 
 [220]  Siu WS, Qin L, Leung KS. 2003. pQCT bone strength index may serve as a better 
predictor than bone mineral density for long bone breaking strength. J Bone Miner 
Metab 21 316-22. 
 [221]  Smith-Adaline EA, Volkman SK, Ignelzi MA, Jr., et al. 2004. Mechanical 
environment alters tissue formation patterns during fracture repair. J Orthop Res 22 
1079-85. 
 [222]  Srouji S, Blumenfeld I, Rachmiel A, Livne E. 2004. Bone defect repair in rat tibia 
by TGF-beta1 and IGF-1 released from hydrogel scaffold. Cell Tissue Bank 5 223-
30. 
 [223]  Steinberg EL, Geller DS, Yacoubian SV, et al. 2006. Intramedullary fixation of 
tibial shaft fractures using an expandable nail: early results of 54 acute tibial shaft 
fractures. J Orthop Trauma 20 303-9. 
 [224]  Stevens A, Lowe JS. Human histology. 3rd ed. Philadelphia: Elsevier Mosby 2005. 
 [225]  Stevens A, Lowe JS. Musculoskeletal system. Human histology. 3rd ed. London: 
Elsevier Mosby 2005. 
 [226]  Swiontkowski MF, Aro HT, Donell S, et al. 2006. Recombinant human bone 
morphogenetic protein-2 in open tibial fractures. A subgroup analysis of data 
combined from two prospective randomized studies. J Bone Joint Surg Am 88 
1258-65. 
 69
 [227]  Taddei F, Martelli S, Reggiani B, et al. 2006. Finite-element modeling of bones 
from CT data: sensitivity to geometry and material uncertainties. IEEE Trans 
Biomed Eng 53 2194-200. 
 [228]  Taeger G, Ruchholtz S, Waydhas C, et al. 2005. Damage control orthopedics in 
patients with multiple injuries is effective, time saving, and safe. J Trauma 59 409-
16. 
 [229]  Tarr RR, Wiss DA. 1986. The mechanics and biology of intramedullary fracture 
fixation. Clin Orthop Relat Res 212 10-7. 
 [230]  Teo JC, Si-Hoe KM, Keh JE, Teoh SH. 2006. Relationship between CT intensity, 
micro-architecture and mechanical properties of porcine vertebral cancellous bone. 
Clin Biomech (Bristol, Avon) 21 235-44. 
 [231]  Tiedeman JJ, Lippiello L, Connolly JF, Strates BS. 1990. Quantitative 
roentgenographic densitometry for assessing fracture healing. Clin Orthop Relat Res 
253 279-86. 
 [232]  Tornetta III P, Bergman M, Watnik N, et al. 1994. Treatment of grade-IIIb open 
tibial fractures. A prospective randomised comparison of external fixation and non-
reamed locked nailing. J Bone Joint Surg Br 76 13-9. 
 [233]  Tornetta P, III, DeMarco C. 1995. Intramedullary nailing after external fixation of 
the tibia. Bull Hosp Jt Dis 54 5-13. 
 [234]  Trabulsy PP, Kerley SM, Hoffman WY. 1994. A prospective study of early soft 
tissue coverage of grade IIIB tibial fractures. J Trauma 36 661-8. 
 [235]  Tropet Y, Garbuio P, Obert L, Ridoux PE. 1999. Emergency management of type 
IIIB open tibial fractures. Br J Plast Surg 52 462-70. 
 [236]  Tscherne H, Oestern HJ. 1982. [A new classification of soft-tissue damage in open 
and closed fractures (author's transl)]. Unfallheilkunde 85 111-5. 
 [237]  Tu YK, Lin CH, Su JI, et al. 1995. Unreamed interlocking nail versus external 
fixator for open type III tibia fractures. J Trauma 39 361-7. 
70 
 [238]  Ural A, Vashishth D. 2006. Interactions between microstructural and geometrical 
adaptation in human cortical bone. J Orthop Res 24 1489-98. 
 [239]  Utvag SE, Grundnes O, Reikeraos O. 1996. Effects of periosteal stripping on 
healing of segmental fractures in rats. J Orthop Trauma 10 279-84. 
 [240]  Utvag SE, Grundnes O, Reikeras O. 1998. Graded exchange reaming and nailing of 
non-unions. Strength and mineralisation in rat femoral bone. Arch Orthop Trauma 
Surg 118 1-6. 
 [241]  Utvag SE, Grundnes O, Reikeras O. 1999. Early muscle-periosteal lesion inhibits 
fracture healing in rats. Acta Orthop Scand 70 62-6. 
 [242]  Utvag SE, Grundnes O, Rindal DB, Reikeras O. 2003. Influence of extensive 
muscle injury on fracture healing in rat tibia. J Orthop Trauma 17 430-5. 
 [243]  Utvag SE, Iversen KB, Grundnes O, Reikeras O. 2002. Poor muscle coverage 
delays fracture healing in rats. Acta Orthop Scand 73 471-4. 
 [244]  Utvag SE, Korsnes L, Rindal DB, Reikeras O. 2001. Influence of flexible nailing in 
the later phase of fracture healing: strength and mineralization in rat femora. J 
Orthop Sci 6 576-84. 
 [245]  Utvag SE, Reikeras O. 1998. Effects of nail rigidity on fracture healing. Strength 
and mineralisation in rat femoral bone. Arch Orthop Trauma Surg 118 7-13. 
 [246]  Veitch SW, Findlay SC, Hamer AJ, et al. 2006. Changes in bone mass and bone 
turnover following tibial shaft fracture. Osteoporos Int 17 364-72. 
 [247]  Velazco A, Fleming LL. 1983. Open fractures of the tibia treated by the Hoffmann 
external fixator. Clin Orthop Relat Res 180 125-32. 
 [248]  Vidal J. 1983. External fixation. Yesterday, today, and tomorrow. Clin Orthop Relat 
Res 180 7-14. 
 [249]  Vignery A, Baron R. 1980. Dynamic histomorphometry of alveolar bone 
remodeling in the adult rat. Anat Rec 196 191-200. 
 71
 [250]  Walker F, Homberger DG. External anatomy, skin, and skeleton. Anatomy and 
Dissection of the Rat. 3rd ed. New York: WH Freeman and Company 1997. 
 [251]  Ward KA, Adams JE, Hangartner TN. 2005. Recommendations for thresholds for 
cortical bone geometry and density measurement by peripheral quantitative 
computed tomography. Calcif Tissue Int 77 275-80. 
 [252]  Watson JT. 2005. Overview of biologics. J Orthop Trauma 19 S14-S16. 
 [253]  Watson T. External Fixation. In: Bucholz RW, Hechman JD, Court-Brown C. 
Rockwood and Green's Fractures in Adults. 6th ed. Philadelphia: Lippincott 
Williams & Wilkins 2006. 
 [254]  Waydhas C, Nast-Kolb D, Trupka A, et al. 1996. Posttraumatic inflammatory 
response, secondary operations, and late multiple organ failure. J Trauma 40 624-
30. 
 [255]  Wehrli FW. 2007. Structural and functional assessment of trabecular and cortical 
bone by micro magnetic resonance imaging. J Magn Reson Imaging 25 390-409. 
 [256]  West PA, Babalola O, Yamauchi M, et al. Dependence of cortical bone strength in 
collagen cross-links without accompanying changes in mineral properties - Poster 
#0215. Orthopaedic Research Society Annual Meeting. 30 ed. 2005. 
 [257]  Wheelwright EF, Court-Brown CM. 1992. Primary external fixation and secondary 
intramedullary nailing in the treatment of tibial fractures. Injury 23 373-6. 
 [258]  White AA 3rd, Panjabi MM, Southwick WO. 1977. The four biomechanical stages 
of fracture repair. J Bone Joint Surg Am 59 188-92. 
 [259]  White RR, Babikian GM, Pace A. Tibia, shaft. In: Rüedi TP, Buckley RE, Moran 
CG. AO Principles of Fracture Management Volume 2 - Specific fractures. 2nd ed. 
Stuttgart: Georg Thieme Verlag 2007. 
 [260]  White TO, Clutton RE, Salter D, et al. 2006. The early response to major trauma 
and intramedullary nailing. J Bone Joint Surg Br 88 823-7. 
72 
 [261]  Wiss DA, Segal D, Gumbs VL, Salter D. 1986. Flexible medullary nailing of tibial 
shaft fractures. J Trauma 26 1106-12. 
 [262]  Wolf JW, Jr., White AA, III, Panjabi MM, Southwick WO. 1981. Comparison of 
cyclic loading versus constant compression in the treatment of long-bone fractures 
in rabbits. J Bone Joint Surg Am 63 805-10. 
 [263]  Wood GW. 2006. Intramedullary nailing of femoral and tibial shaft fractures. J 
Orthop Sci 11 657-69. 
 [264]  Wu JJ, Shyr HS, Chao EY, Kelly PJ. 1984. Comparison of osteotomy healing under 
external fixation devices with different stiffness characteristics. J Bone Joint Surg 
Am 66 1258-64. 
 [265]  Yamagishi M, Yoshimura Y. 1955. The biomechanics of fracture healing. J Bone 
Joint Surg Am 37 1035-68. 
 [266]  Yokoyama K, Itoman M, Nakamura K, et al. 2008. New scoring system predicting 
the occurrence of deep infection in open upper and lower extremity fractures: 
efficacy in retrospective re-scoring. Arch Orthop Trauma Surg 
 [267]  Yokoyama K, Uchino M, Nakamura K, et al. 2006. Risk factors for deep infection 
in secondary intramedullary nailing after external fixation for open tibial fractures. 
Injury 37 554-60. 
 [268]  Ziran BH, Darowish M, Klatt BA, et al. 2004. Intramedullary nailing in open tibia 









 9 Original publications 
 75

I

II

III

IV

V

